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bility of these officers, and the amount of prop- 


erty placed in their hands, they would not oppose 


this slight increase of their salaries. Itis utterly || 
impossible. for a public officer to live on $825 per 
annum, having often very large amounts of pub- | 
lic property in his hands, and sometimes being | 
in the command of a garrison, if there can be | 
such a thing as a military storekeeper eommand- 
ing. Atall events he is sometimes the only one 
left at the garrison, charged with public property. 
Surely it seems to me $825 is a very poor com- 

ensation to the military storekeeper at the Wash- 
ington Arsenal. Every Senator must see that it 
is impossible for him to live on that salary. I 
ask to have a separate vote taken on that part of 
the section which provides for an increased num- 
ber of military storekeepers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will first be taken on so much of the section as 
refers to the increase of the salary of military 
storekeepers. 

Mr. WELLER. No; the Senate has passed | 
on that question. I ask for a separate vote on 
increasing the number of military storekeepers. 

Mr. PEARCE. If I understand the Senator 
he proposes to take the vote on the first four 
lines of the section down to the word “ law.”’ I 
shall not make any objection to the appointment 
of the additional military storekeepers asked for 
if they be left to the operation of the present law, 
assigning them pay and quarters. 1 am not pre- 
pared to make any change in that respect; but I 
shall, for my own part, make no objection to the 
addition of five military storekeepers to the quar- 
termaster’s department, if the saohets confines 
his motion to that. 

Mr. WELLER. That is my motion now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
is on the motion to strike gut the first part of the | 
eighth section, in these words: ‘* That there shall 
be added to the quartermaster’s department of the 
Army, five military storekeepers, who shall give 
the bond and security required by the existing | 
law.”” 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on striking out the residue of the section. 

The question being taken, on a division there 
were—ayes 14, noes 13; no quorum,yoting. 

Mr. WELLER. It would be better to pass 
over this amendment informally, with a view of 
returning to it and proceeding with the rest of the 
bill. I have no doubt there is a quorum about | 
the Capitol. A number of Senators are now en- | 
gaged on committees of conference. 

Mr.STUART. I think we should ascertain | 
the fact whether there is a quorum here, and if | 
there is not, I think we-had better adjourn. To | 
do business with less than a quorum is certainly | 
not very advisable. If there is a quorum, Sena- | 
tors should feel it their duty to be. here; and if | 
not, let'us ascertain it. I therefore ask for the 
yeas and nays on this motion. 

Mr. PEARCE. I think what we have just 
Witnessed is a pretty good evidence of the pro- 
priety of not passing affirmatively on this propo- 
sition at the present time. Here is a proposition, 
not only to add new oflicers to. the quartermas- 
ter’s department, but to establish for them ascale 
of salary not known, I believe, tu our laws now. 
If it be not a change of the present law, there is 
no necessity for making this provision. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will give 
way, to enable me to make a report from a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. PEARCE. Certainly. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. The second committee of 
conference on the bill (H. R. No. 202) making 
ore pe atts for the legislative, executive, and 
Judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1857, and for other pur- 

ses, have met, and have been unable to agree. 

n order to narrow the issue, and present it dis- 
unctly, it is recommended by our committee that 
¢ Senate recede from all its amendments except 
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those in relation to Kansas, and that in regard to 
books for members of the House of Representa- 
tives. 
ments numbered 18, 22, 23, 24, 27, 28, 29, 36, 
and 37. The committee recommend that the 
Senate insist upon the amendments in regard to 
books, and the payment of the Kansas Legisla- 
ture. In regard to the amendments striking out 
the House provisoes, to which the House dis- 
agreed, the committee recommend that the Senate 
adhere. They are numbered 20 and 30 in the 
amendments. I move, in obedience to the in- 
struction of the committee, that, as to amend- 
ments 18, 22, 23, 24, 27, 28, 29, 36, and 37, the 
Senate recede. 
Several SENATORS. 


What are they? 
Mr. HUNTER. 


These are all amendments 


We propose to recede from our amend- | 


relating to legislative matters, and the ingrease of | 


salaries. The object of the committee has been 
to narrow down the issue and presept it distinctly 
on the Kansas question, upon which we disagree. 
To do that, | move that we recede from every- 
thing else except the book amendment. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The amendments have not 
been read. 

Mr. SEWARD. Is the motion divisible? 

Mr. HUNTER. It is divisible, but not amend- 
able. A separate vote can be taken on each 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The question is on receding from the amendments 
designated by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I should like to understand 
what these propositions are. The Senator from 
Virginia can state them separately, so that we 
may hear what it is that we are to give up. 

Mr. HUNTER. I can state them. The first 
amendment from which I have moved to recede, 
No. 18, is an amendment increasing the pay of 


the officers of the Mint; No. 22 is an amendment | 


increasing the pay of the southern district judge | 


in California; Nos. 23 and 24 are amendments 


increasing abe pay of the judges of the District | 


of Columbia; Nos. 27, 28, 29, 36, and 37, are 
amendments providing for a supervising inspector 
of steamboats at San Francisco, and local inspect- 
ors in Oregon, and making appropriations there- 
for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The question 


is on receding from the amendments indicated by | 


the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
todo a great deal. It is asking us to recedefrom 
all the amendments which we have placed on the 
legislative appropriation bill. We have placed 


none on the Army bill; but if the honorable Sen- || 


ator from Virginia thinks we can gain anything 


by receding, | am willing to yield those amend- | 
ments in which | feel an interest, because I am | 
anxious to have the appropriation bills passed, | 


so that the Government can go on; but if he is 
not decidedly of the opinion that it will facilitate 
an agreement between the two Houses in refer- 
ence to the Kansas dispute, I am for adhering to 
these amendments also. 1am willing to doany- 
thing that is 
and compromise; but I do not see that we are 


going to gain anything from the House in regard | 


to the Kansas matter, upon which both branches 
appear to be inflexible. 

r. FISH. Following the example of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, I will simply. state 
that the adoption of the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia will, in my opinion, be the 
rejection of the bill. Thatis the question upon 
which the Senate is now called upon to act—- 
whether they. will lose this appropriation bill 
upon this issue? The whole question is. in- 
volved in this motion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Ido not understand the 
Senator from New York. Does he undertake to 
say, that if we adhere to our position in regard 
to the Kansas provisoes, which have been sent to 
us on this bill by the House of Representatives, 
the bill will be lost? 

Mr..FISH. I believe so. That is my opinion. 
I want the Senate to understand that distinctly 


This is asking the Senate | 


roper for the sake of conciliation || 





i 


| 
| 


ESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


New Serres....No. 139. 





as the question involved in the motion to adhere, 
instead of a motion to insist. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I do not see the pro- 
priety of receding from the amendments which 
we have made to this bill, because, certainly, the 
Senate never intend to recede from the position 
they have assumed on the Kansas question. 
Every amendment to this bill, in which f feel any 
interest, orin which my constituents were inter- 
ested, the Senator from Virginia proposes that 
we shall recede from and abandon. If that be 
regarded as the best policy, | am disposed to 
acquiesce; but if the Senator from New York be 
right in declaring that, if the Senate maintain the 

position they have assumed on the Kansas ques- 
tion, this appropriation bill will be inevitably 
lost, [do not see the propriety of receding from 
those amendments. 

Mr. FISH. Lexpressed my opinion on that. 
I have, perhaps, some reasons for it, which it is 
not worth while to detain the Senate by giving. 
I believe the adoption of a resolution to adhere 

| is the rejection of the bill. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I was a member of this com- 

| mittee of conference; and the ground on which 
a majority of the committee on the part of this 
body have agreed to recede fromall these amend- 
| ments, excepted to by the House, was, that they 
were of a legislative character. Thatis the chief 
ground of opposition which we have to the amend- 
ments affixed to this bill in relation to Kansas. 
We think that, by simplifying the issue, by re- 
ducing the points of difference between the two 
Houses to two distinct questions—one in relation 

| to the affairs of Kansas, and the other in relation 
to what we consider the ulegal appropriation of 
money for the purchase of books for the use of 
members—we shall be enabled to arrive, at any 
rate, at a satisfactory conclusion, 

With regard to what has fallen from the Senator 
from New York, if it was intended to be a threat 
to the Senate, I, for my own part, am ready now 
to say that, if the adherence or rejection of these 
amendments, on the part of the Renate » leads to 

| the defeat of this bili, |, for one, am prepared to 
meet that issue; and I only regret that the same 
provisions have not been affixed to every appro- 
| priation bill sent from the House. Iam prepared 
to meet it. I consider it revolutionary; and the 
sooner we arrive at 2. conclusion on that matter 
the better. 
Mr. FISH. 


Mr. President, the Senator from 


|} Louisiana wholly misunderstands me, if he sup- 


poses that I am capable. of offering to the Senate 
‘anything like a threat. There was nothing of 
that sort which could be reasonably inferred from 
| what I stated to the Senate. What I stated to 
the Senate was, that I wished them to understand 
the question upon which they were called to vote. 
I have been now some five years a member of 
this body, and [ am not aware that ever, until 
now, has a committee of conference asked the 
Senate to ‘‘adhere.’”’ The question has — in- 
variably one. upon “‘ insisting.”’ I have self 
served upon a third committee of conference oe 
this body at this very session, on one of the ap- 
propriation bills, and that committee adjusted the 
differences between the two Houses. I think 
that, some two or three years since, we had four, 
if not five, committees of conference between the 
two Houses on the Navy appropriation bill; and 
| the differences were finally adjusted, and the bill 
, saved. There have been in this case but two 
| committees of conference, both consisting of the 
same members on the part of the Senat: sAbut dif- 
ferent members on the part of the House; and 
yet the committee now recommend an “ adher- 
ence’ on the single real question at issue be- 
tween the two Houses. It is unusual—it is un- 
precedented, certainly, so far as my five years’ 
experience here has gone. To me it is a novel 
proceeding. 1 confess | was not aware that it 
was to be recommended by the committee that 
| the Senate should adhere; I wished, therefore, 
the Senate to understand that the question of 
adherence was one which involved the loss of 
the bill. J appeal to the Senator from Virginia—I 
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appeal to the Senate, if that be not the inevitable | 
resul:? The Senator from Louisiana has no right H| 
to suggest that there was anything like a threat 
involved in that intimation, in asking the Senate || 
to consider well what was to be the result before 
they acted. . ; 
Sir; I disclaim entirely any idea of threatening, 
and the Senator has xo right to suggest that I in- 
timated anything of the sort. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The Chair will suggest that the question now 
before the Senate is simply on receding from 
certain amendments indicated by the Senator || 
from Virginia. When that shall be done, the ] 
| 
| 
| 


question will be on adhering to the other amend- 
ments which he has named. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator from New York 
will permit me to say that, whatever may have || 
been his intention, the tone and language employed || 
by him intimated very distinctly, to my mind, a | 
threat of an issue which I am prepared to meet; | 
and, | repeat again, [I wish the fate of every 
appriation bill were involved in the same ques- || 
tion. 

Mr. FISH. Iam fully aware of that. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator from New 
York if he believes, that by having another com- || 
mittee of conference, we can settle this matter. If 
I believed so, I would ask for it. I inquire of 
him if he does not believe the matter has come to 
this, that it is to be seen which will give way, the 
House of Representatives or the Senate? 

Mr. FISH. When I left the conference room 
of the last committee of conference, I certainly 
left it under the impression that there was a pos- 
sibility of agreement. 

Mr. HUNTER. On the Kansas question? 

Mr. FISH. On this Kansas question. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator says that, I 
am willing to modify my motion, so that it shall 
be to ** insist,’’ and ask for another conference. 

Mr. FISH. I donot say there is a probability 
of agreement—I say a possibility. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am entirely opposed to 
any rash, hasty action on this subject. I have 
just come from a committee of conference on the 
Army appropriation bill, and this very question 
arose there. We differed with the committee of | 
the House, and we told them we saw no prospect 
of the Senate receding; but we did not resolve to 
adhere. We firmly told the gentlemen of the 
House what the sentiment of the Senate was, and 
what we thought of their course. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will allow me 
Iam prepared to modify =. motion after what | 
the Senator from New York has said. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope it will be simply a 
motion to insist. To adhere at this stage is con- | 
trary to parliamentary custom. 

Mr. HUNTER. move now to insist on all 
the amendments, and ask for another committee 
of conference. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suggest to my 
friend from Virginia whether it will not be better 
for us to concede everything they ask, and which 
we can give? lam prepared to recede from every- 
thing except that which involves a question of 
honor. I hope the Senator will modify his prop- 
osition, so as to recede from all our amendments 
affecng the interests of our constituents, mere 
matters of dollars and cents; but where a ques- 
tion of principle is concerned, I tell my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Fisu,] that we are stand- 
ing on the rights of our people, and on the Con- | 
stitution, and we mean to stand there. 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not see that there is any 
necessity for any heat on this subject. I sup- 

ose there has nothing occurred here now that we | 

ave not always had in contemplation, as a thing 
possible to happen. 
should be an absence of all protests of determin- 


| 


ation on the part of the majority of the Senate, || 


anybody in this Capitol, or in this metropolis, or | 
in the country, would have the least doubt that | 
it is their present determination to stand upon the | 


position they have taken—the ground they have || 


assumed in regard to Kansas in this bill. I 
understand that is so without any assertion of | 
theirs on that subject. I believe, thatif I should | 
be entirely silent, and every other Senator be- | 
jonging to the minority of the Senate on this | 
a. sheuld be silent, there would be no | 


oubt in this Capitol or in this country, that | 


we remained of the same opinion. What is the | 





| that as with it. 


I do not think, that if there || On inst the | 
|| Senate negativing their violation. 


use, then, of angry or excited words which can- 
not change the opinions of either party? It is 
possible; but if we are to be changed at all, it 
must be done by other means than defiance to- 


| wards each other. 


Now, I barely wish to say, without any threat, 


| without any passion, without any excitement, 


without saying a word in the least calculated to 


| excite feeling anywhere, that, allhering to my | 


opinions before expressed on this subject, I quite 
agree that it is our right and duty in the Senate, 
and the right and duty of the majority of the 
Senate—and I am willing to aid them in it—to 
reduce this issue to the single one of the Kansas 
question, and then let that be the subject of con- 


| sultation, of negotiation—if you please, of con- 


ciliation—on both sides, until the end. Nobody 


knows—nobody can know, that we cannot agree | 


after all. We can certainly never be made to 
agree by passion. I do not expect that we shall 
change our position; but I perfectly accord to 
the idea, that we should recede from all the other 
amendments, except these political ones, if | may 
call them so, as distinguished from those of com- 


|} mon and ordinary character of business, and let | 
| another committee of conference be appointed. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move,.as the honor- 
able Senator from Virginia first did, that we 
recede from all the amendments from which he 
“ein granty we should recede, leaving nothing 
yut this unhappy subject of dispute remaining. 


When we have granted everything that we can || 
grant, we can then come up to this disputable | 


question, and try to settle that. Rid the bill of 
everything else; have no other question; show a 
conciliatory and conceding temper on our part. 
There is no occasion for passion here. The 


| subject, as I view it, is of too much importance 


Let us have none 
Gentlemen can be just as firm without 
Let us recede from all other 
amendments, and leave this question to stand 


for any feeling of that sort. 
of that. 


_alone in its own important ‘nature, so that the 


attention of both Houses may be confined to it. 
That is my proposition. 

Mr. FISH. | hope that resolution will prevail; 

| and I hope, then, that the question will be one 

of insisting, and not of adhering. It was that 


| to which I desired to call attention, and to the | 


consequence of the resolution, proposed by the 
Senator from Virginia from the committee of 
conference, to adhere. I trust there will be no 
adherence. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
conciliation as the honorable Senator from New 
York. I would exhaust every effort for it before 
I would bring the two Houses into final collision, 
and I am, therefore, in favor of the idea suggested 
by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, of the 
Senate again seeking, by a cormittee o 
ence, if they can, to reconcile the differences of 
opinion. I differ, however, from those gentle- 
men who say we ought to recede from our amend- 
ments for the purpose of a committee of confer- 
ence. When we recede from all our otheramend- 
ments, it ought to be for the purpose of adher- 
ence. As to most of those amendments, I care 
but little about them, and if the Senate choose to 
| recede from them; it is a matter of no moment to 
| me; but Ido not mean to recede, as far as my vote 

is concerned, from the book amendment any more 

than from the Kansas amendment. They both 
| involve important questions. It is not the mere 
|money—the $182,000, which the House have 
' voted. That is important, but that is not all. 
| It is a question whether a single branch of the 
| Legislature, in the face of the law of Congress 
passed (originating in that same branch) two 
years ago, can violate that law with impunity, 
and insist upon it against the amendment of the 
I want to ad- 
here to that amendment quite as much as to the 
Kansas amendment. They both involve princi- 
| ples of so great importance, that, so far as I am 
| concerned, this bill must be lost if the amend- 
ments of the Senate cannot be obtained. I will 
}actcalmly. I thinka man may do a thing firml 

without doing it with violence or using any hars 
language. I am prepared to meet the issue in 
every respect. I think the Senate are bound to 
| meet it. I think that itis right we should meet 
it; and I think those who do it will have cause to 
regret that they ever put us to that issue. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
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is on the motion of the Senator from Virginia tp 


insist on all the amendments. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope my friend will yo: 
ask us to recede from the book amendment for 
{ think we had better keep the books to trade on 
They will be capital enough in this business be. 
fore we get through. [Laughter.] That is my 


Mr. HUNTER. The proposition I made 
was to recede from all our amendments to which 
the House disagreed, except those numbered 


twenty, twenty-one, and thirty, which are the 
amendments in relation to Kansas, and to tha: 
I will add No. 7, the amendment in regard to the 
| books, as it seems to be thought we had better 

insist on that also. I move to insist on those 
| four amendments, and recede from all the rest of 


| question Sere presented. 


the amendments. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senato; 
be good enough to divide the question. While 
we shall all agree on receding as far as the ma. 
jority propose, I desire to have the vote taken op 
the other question; or, in other words, | shal! 
deem it my duty to move that the Senate recede 
from all its amendments. I desire to have. the 


Mr. HUNTE Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques. 
tion is on receding from the amendments indj- 
cated by the Senator from Virginia. 

The motion to recede was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. NowI[ move to insist on the 
amendments numbered seven, twenty, twenty- 
one, and thirty. 

Mr. WILSON. What are they? 

Mr. HUNTER. No. 7 relates to books; Nos, 
20, 30, and 21 relate to Kansas. 

Mr. SEWARD. Divide that question, and let 


_us have the vote in regard to books separately, 


Mr. HUNTER. That is No. 7. We can take 
the question on that first. I move to insist on 


| the amendment in regard tothe books. 


Mr. WILSON. I should like to ask the chair- 


_man of the Committee on Finance if the House 
| has not ordered the books, and if the books have 


I am as much in favor of || 


not been delivered té& the new members ? 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not know about that. 

The motion to insist was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. Now, upon the question of 
‘insisting on the other three amendments, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 9 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. If we are to have the yeas 
and nays at all, I want them separately on the 
book concern, and then the yeas and nays on the 
| Kansas amendments. I ask for the yeas and 
nays in regard to the book amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. We have insisted on 
that amendment already. 


It is too late 
| to have the yeas and nays on that. The question 
| is settled. 

| Mr. BAYARD. The book question is no more 
| settled than the others. We can have the yeas 
/ and nays taken equally on each. 

| Mr. HUNTER. Ww 

| amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. A vote was taken on the 
other, and it was announced by the Chair. If 
you can take the yeas and nays on one, you can 
on the others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A separate 
vote may be taken on the book question, if there 
| be no objection. 

Mr. CASS. Has not that been determined? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir; and 
it requires a motion to reconsider. The question 
now is on enetng. 6 the amendments in refer- 
ence to Kansas. On that the yeas and nays are 
— and the Clerk will proceed to call the 
roll. 

_ The question being taken, resulted—yeas 33, 
| nays 11; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, , Bell of Tennes- 
see, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, 
| Clayton, Crittenden , Geyer, Houston, Hunter, 
| Iverson, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, 
| Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, 
ee, of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, Wright, and 
| Yu . 
| _NAYS—Messrs. Collamer, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, 
| Hale, Harlan, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—l!. 

So the Senate insisted on its Kansas amend- 

ments. 


e have passed on the book 
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Mr. GEYER. I move a reconsideration of*| 
the vote insisting on the seventh amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GEYER. I merely desire that we shall | 
have an opportunity to express our OpInions In | 
the only way in which I think opinions ought to | 
be expressed at this period and on this question, | 
by the yeas and nays; and I ask for them. 

“The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 40, nays 3; as follows: 

yYEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennes- | 
see, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, 
Claytou, Collamer, Crittenden, Douglas, Fish, Foster, 
Geyer, Male, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Iowa, 
Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, 
Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of New Jer 
sey, roombs, Wade, Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—40. 


NAYS—Messrs. Foot, Harlan, aud Trumbull—3. 








So the Senate insisted on the seventh amend- 
ment, striking out the appropriation for books for 
members of the House. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to manage this matter 
in a way that is entirely respectful to the House. 
We have now insisted on what we desired to in- 
sist upon, and receded from everything else. I 
do not know that I shall ask for a committee of 
conference, but let us send a message to the 
House, and if the House desires a committee of 
conference, I will move that the Senate appoint 
one. If the House do not choose to ask for a 
committee of conference, but allows the matter to 
stay where it is, very well; but if they ask for it, 
J shall move that the Senate appoint a committee 
to meet them. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 


lowing enrolled bills, which had heretofore re- 
ceived the signature of the Speaker of the House: | 

An act to continue the land office at Vincennes, 
Indiana, and to ascertain and adjust the titles to 
certain lands in the States of Indiana and Illinois, | 
formerly included in the Vincennes land district; | 

An act making appropriations for the current | 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- | 
ment, and for fulfilling oeny stipulations with 
the various Indian tribes for the year ending 30th 
June, 1857; 

A joint resolution extending the time for the 
creditors of Texas to present their claims; 

An act for the relief of Talbot C. Dousman; | 

An act making an appropriation for the survey | 
of the southern boundary of Kansas Territory; | 

An act for the relief of John H. Scranton and | 
James M. Hunt; 

An act for the relief of John Poe, of Louisville, | 
Kentucky; and 

An act for the relief of the representatives and 
sureties of Robert King, deceased. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. | 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. BRODHEAD. The committee of con- 
ference on the Army appropriation bill (H.R. 
No. 153) have been unable to agree. There was 
but one subject of disagreement between the two | 
Houses, and that related to the employment of 
the Army in Kansas. It was an amendment pro- } 
pores in the House of Representatives, and it | 

as been insisted on by them. I ask that the | 
report which L now make be read. 

he Secretafy read it, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on House bill (No. 153) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year ending June 
30, 1857, having met, after full and free conference, have | 


ng to recommend to their respective Houses, as fol- | 
OWS: 


That, being unable to come to any agreement, they ask 
to be discharged. 
The report was concurred in. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. This was the first com- 
mittee of conference on this bill. You have 
heard the proceedings of the second committee 
of conference on the legislative appropriation | 
bill. As this was the first committee that could 
not agree, I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments, and asx for another committee of 
conference. 

Mr.SEWARD. On that motien I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to know what 
are the amendments to the Army appropriation | 
bill. Is the issue on that reduced to a single | 
point ? ° 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 


| 





I can inform the gentleman 


THE C 


more no less. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. There is only one of them. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
¢rom Pennsylvania will state his motion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. TheSenate made but one 
amendment to the Army appropriation_bill, and 
that was, striking out the prov ision in re card to 
the employment of the army in Kansas. That 
was legislation in an appropriation bill. The 
committee of conference were unable to agree, 
and they asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. Their request has 
been granted. 
and only committee on this bill, I move, for the 
purpose of saving the appropriation bill if pos- 
sible, and doing all we can to obtain so desirable 


an object, that the Senate insist on its amend- | 


ment, and ask for another committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have the 
amendment of the Senate read, which it is now 
proposed to insist upon. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I will inform the Senator 


from Illinois, that the bill having originated in 


the House, the committee of conference on the | 


part of the House take the bill as a matter of 
course; and therefore the amendment which the 
Senator calls for is with the bill in the House. 
It is the Kansas amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am not very familiar 
with parliamentary forms, but I think it a very 
strange proceeding indeed, if the Senate is called 
on to vote upon a proposition which is not before 


it—to insist on something that we have no means | 
0 It is im- | 
possible for any one to know what is meant by | 


of seeing or definitely understanding. 


a report which comes in here, and recommends 
that the Senate adhere to its first, tenth, fortieth, 
and ninetieth amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


It has been 


the uniform practice of Congress, ever since their | 


organization, under the rules, for the committee 
of conference on the part of the House in which 
a bill originates to take the bill, together with 
the papers. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator from Illinois 
knows very well what the amendment is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I had supposed that the 
committees acting on these subjects would retain 
or embody in their report the matter about which 
the dispute arose—sufficient of it, at any rate, to 
have it understood. If such a practice as is now 
stated has always obtained, it is manifestly a 
practice which is not very readily understood; 
for, as we have seen here to-night, a great many 
explanations have been required before we could 
ascertain precisely about what the Senate was 
voting. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will suggest that it is 

robable this amendment is on the Journal, and 
if the gentleman desires to see it he can find it on 
there. The amendment was to strike out a clause 
of the House bill. 

‘Mr. DOUGLAS. We all know what it is. It 
is the Kansas emendment. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
has certainly stated what is beforg the Senate very 
clearly. The Senate made but a single amendment 
to the Army appropriation bill which was to strike 
out a proviso attached by the Mouse, that the 
Army should not be used to enforce laws in Kan- 
sas. The Senate proposed to strike that out, and 
did strike it out. Now the motion is made that the 
Senate insist on the vote striking out that pro- 
vision. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Mich- 
igan states the amendment correctly, I shall vote 
to insist; but I do not understand that any such 
proposition came here from the House as one 
directing that the Army should not be employed 
to enforce laws in Kansas. I do not understand 
any such proposition to have been before us. I 
want to know distinctly what it is. 

Mr. STUART. There is no objection to the 
Senator’s stating to us what he does not under- 
stand; but he should not undertake to say that 
nobody else understandsit. The proposition isa 
very plain one; and I only wish to add to what I 
said before, that the usage is universal, that the 
House in which a bill originated retains posses- 
sion of it, if a committee of conference disagree; 
so that it cannot be read here; but the committee 
reports what itis. That is all that is ever done 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


T 
i 


that they are simply Kansas amendments—no | 


Now, as this has been the first | 


2211 
~_= . anquennene — 
in such a case. Now,sir, if the Senator does not 
know anything avout it, the only way I can sug- 
gest to him to find out is, to geo Toot to the 
House, and read it. | think every other Senator 
knows what that provision is. ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
pleasure of the Senate t 
read, it can be done. 

Mr. WELLER. lt ought to be done, for the 
satisfaction of the Senator from Llinois. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment of the Senate was to strike out: 

Provided, nevertheles:, That no part of the military foree 
of the United States, herein provided for, shall be employed 
in aid of the enforcement of the enactments of the alleged 


Legislative Assembly—— 

Mr. COLLAMER. That is not the provision 
last sent from the House. It is a different one 
entirely. That was the provis first in the bill. 
The Senate rejected it, and the House then sub- 
stituted an entirely different one, which the Sen- 
ate rejected also; and the last one is the one now 
pending—not that which has been read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought there was some 
misunderstanding about this matter. Now, I will 
state what I understand from looking at the 
Journal. As read from the Secretary’s ‘table we 
have the first bill as it passed the House. The 
Senate refused to concur in the portion of the bill 
which has just been read. It was sent to the 

' House, and the House receded from a portion of 
it as they had passed it; they changed it, but how, 
the Senate, it seems, is not permitted officially to 
know. If the committee of conference would 
inform the Senate what the disagreeing vote is 
between the two Houses, and let us know to what 
extent the House has gone in receding from its 
first proposition, we should understand the ques- 

|| tion. I learn that the House does not insist upon 
|the clause in the bill which the Senate struck out. 
|| It may insist on something somewhat like it; but 
it is different, as I understand. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand the case to be 
simply this: the House of Representatives passed 
a bill with the portion in it just read by the Sec- 
retary. The Senate struck that out. The bill 
went back to the House, and the House amended 
the portion stricken out by the Senate, and sent 

| the bill back to us. The Senate again amended 
the bill by striking out the amended portion, and 

| this is the question in dispute between the two 
| Houses. It is a plain matter. I think we all 
|apprehend it. For my part, I think I under- 
| stand it. I am ready and willing to stand by it, 

/and I hope the House of Representatives will do 
the same. 

Mr. BAYARD. There can be no doubt that, 
after the amendment was made by the Senate, 
which was to strike out a portion of the bill as 

' inserted by the House of Representatives, the 
revolutionary doctrine contained in their first 

| proviso being too palpable, as they found after 
argument, they undertook to amend the motion 
|| of the Senate to strike out, but, in substance, re- 
tained the same provision, cloaking a little more 
| its revolutionary character. That is the whole 
| change—nothing in substance, but only in form. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

| resulted—yeas 32, nays 11; as follows: : 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennes- 

see, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Ca, Clay, 
| Clayton, Douglas, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones 
of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 

Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of 

| New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, and Yulee—22, 
NAYS—Messrs. Coilamer, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, 

Hale, Harlan, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—1!1. 
So the Senate insisted on its amendment and 

asked for another conference. Messrs. Cray, 

Puen, «od Geyer. were appointed managers at 

| the seco conference on the part of the Senate. 


PATAPSCO RIVER BILL VETO. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
| by Mr. Cutzom, their Clerk, announced that the 
Sonn of Representatives, having been notified by 
the Senate of the passage by it of the bill entitled 
** An act for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Patapsco river, and to render the port of Balti- 
more accessible to the war steamers of the United 
'| States,’’ notwithstanding the President’s objec- 
| tions, had proceeded, in conformity with the 
Constitution, to reconsider it, and passed it by 
the concurrence of two thirds. 


Mr. PRATT submitted the following resolu- 


If it is the 


' 1 
have the amendment 


| 








eerie 


eau ee ee MS 


A 


; c Se - ———— — > 
tion: which wasconsidered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Sectetary of the Senate be directed to 
present to the Secretary of State the act entitled ‘An act 


fo; the improvement of the navigation of the Patapseo river, | 


and to render the port of Baltimore accessible to the war 

eamers of the United States,”’ together with the certificates 
of the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of 
Repiesentatives. showing that the said act was passed by a 
vote of two thirds of both Houses of Congress, after the ob- 


jections of the President thereto had been received, and | 


after the reconsideration of said act by both Houses of Con- 
gress, in accordance with the Constitution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, | 
by Mr. Cuntom, their Clerk, announced that the | 


House had passed the following bills of the Sen- 
ate, with amendments: 

A bill (S. No. 222) for the relief of Abraham 
Kintzing; and 


A bill (S. No. 270) for the relief of Hannibal 


Faulk and Eliza S, Collier, (formerly widow | 


Scriber,) and the heirs and legal representatives 
of Benjamin Seriber, deceased. 

Also, that they had passed the following bills 
and joint resolution of the Senate, without 
amendment: 

A bill (S. No. 120) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin Berry, a soldier of the Revolution; 

A bill (S. No. 136) for the benefit of Isaac 
Cook, and others; 

A bill (S. No. 169) for the relief of Josiah 8. 
Little; 

A bill (S. No. 181) for the relief of Rebecca 
Halsey, widow of Zephaniah Halsey, an officer 
of the Revolution; 


A bill (S. No. 182) for the relief of John | 


Tucke ry 


A bill (S. No. 209) restoring Joshua Mercer to | 


the roll of invalid pensioners; 

A bill (S. No. 229) for the relief of F. A. Cun- 
ningham, a paymaster in the United States 
Army. 

A bill (S. No. 245) for the relief of Franck 
Taylor; 

N bill (S. No. 256) for the relief of Nancy 
Bowen and Sarah Larrabee; 

A bill (S. No. 280) for the relief of Anthony 
Rankin, of Tennessee; 

A bill (S. No. 285) granting a revolutionary 
pension to Sarah Blount, 

A bill (S. No. 286) granting five years’ half- 
pay to Mrs, Ann Turner, widow of Elbert Tur- 
ner, deceased; 

A bill (8. No. 287) granting a pension to Nancy 
M.Gunsally, widow of Lyman M. Richmond, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. No. 289) for the relief of the heirs 
of Jabez B. Rooker, deceased; 

A bill (S. No. 308) for the relief of John H. 
Scranton and James M. Hunt, owners of the 
steamer Major Tompkins; 

A bill (S. No. 239) supplemental to an act en- 
titled ** An act to amend the several acts respect- 
ing copyrights,’’ approved February 3, 1831; 

A bill (5S. No. 264) to amend an act entitled 
“An act requiring foreign regulations of com- 
merce to be laid annually before Congress, ap- 
proved August 16, 1854,’’ and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. No. 845) for the relief of Nathan M. 
Lounsbury; 

A pill (S. No. 309) for the relief of brevet Brig- 
adier General John B. Walbach, of the United 
States Army; 

A resolution (S. No. 34) for the relief of Charles 
M. Swader and Edward P. Johnson, mail con- 
tractors; 

A bill (S. No. 339) to authorize protection to 
be given to citizens of the United States who may 
discover deposits of guano; and 

A resolution (S. No. 24) for the benefit of 
Susan Decatur, widow of Stephen Decatur, late 
of the United States Navy. 


SUPPLEMENTARY ARMY BILL. 


Mr. SLIDELL. I do not think there 1s any 
very pressing business before the Senate ‘now, 
and I hope we shall proceed to the consideration 
of private bills from the House of Representa- 
tives. There are some seventy or eighty of them 
which have been reported from committees, and 
T hope the Senate will now proceed to their con- 
nthe PRESIDENT 

“he pre te e. 
igrcetion before the Senate—the 
rmy bill. 


There is a 


supplementary 


| 


Siomengeteeebemeeateedeeaees —see—ee00—0—$@as09090$@M.0°»&;©;8SSSSeeem”mm: 
I hope we shall go on with |; 


Mr. WELLER. 
that. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
427) making additional appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending June 
30, 1857. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending 
amendment is, in the eighth section, to strike out 
|| all after the word ‘** law,’’ to the end of the sec- 
|| tion—to strike out the provision for the compen- 
sation of military storekeepers. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 

now is on striking out the section, as amended. 
| Mr.STUART. I think that question is super- 
|| seded by the action of the Senate. The Senate 
has refused to strike out the first part of the sec- 
tion down to the word ‘law,’’ and kas stricken 
out the remainder. That disposes of the recom- 
| mendation of the Committee on Finance. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section 
| has been amended by perfecting it, and the ques- 
| tion now is on striking it out, as amended. 
Mr. STUART. If the Chair will hear mea 
| moment, I think he will not take that view. 
| While the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Foor] was 
in the chair, the question was about to be taken 
on striking out the whole section. The Senator 
from California asked that it might be divided, 
so as to take the question on first striking out 
| that part of the section down to the word ‘‘law,”’ 
and the Senate refused to strike that out. Now 
|| the question has been taken as to striking out the 
| remainder of the section, and that has been done. 
|| That disposes of the whole section, as the Chair 
will see, so that now there is no other question 
| on that section. 
| Mr. PEARCE. When this section was under 
| consideration before, the Senator from California 
| moved to divide the question, so that we should 
| first take it on that part of the section which 
| provides for five additional military storekeepers. 
| The Committee on Finance had recommended 
| the striking out of thewhole section. I assented 
| to his motion, and sustained him in it, so that 
|we have provided that there shall be five addi- 
| tional military storekeepers. The rest of the 
| clause provides for assigning them new salaries 
| according to a new scale, not according, as 1 
|| understand, to existing law. When I was inter- 
|, rupted, I was entitled to the floor, and I was in 
|| the midst of certain remarks, showing why the 
| Senate should not adopt the rest of the section. 
| I was about to rise when the Chair, without my 
perceiving it, announced the question, and I 
| really do not know how it was decided. 
Mr. STUART. The Senate has refused, in the 
first place, to strike out that portion before the 
| word *law,’’? which retains that part of the 
section providing for the additional storekeepers; 
| but has stricken out the residue of the section, 
| so that there is no question left. 
.Mr. PEARCE. Then I have nothing more to 
say; I am satisfied with that. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next 
| amendment ofthe committee is to strike out sec- 
tion nine; which is in the following words: 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the pay of the 
master armorers, at the national armories, shall be $1,500 
per annuin; that of the principal clerk at each of the na- 

| tional armories $1,200 per annum; and that of the other 
| clerks and of the inspectors at said armories, $900 per 
| annum. 


| Mr. WELLER. The Secretary of War rec- 
| ommended simply an increase of the compensa- 
| tion of the principal clerks at each of the national 
| armories. He addressed a communication to the 
| committee, in which he recommended that alone. 
Mr. PEARCE. The Committee on Finance 
proposed to strike out this section, because the 
| saw no good reason for the increase of these sal- 
‘aries. Indeed, they thought that as Springfield 
and Harper’s Ferry are both places where living 
is cheap, there is no particular reason for an 
| increase of these salaries which, heretofore, have 
| been sufficient for securing competent clerks. 
There was an additional reason—that, as this is 
the last of the session, and the very close of the 
last day, it did not seem to be a proper time for 
the increase of salaries. There is a continual 
demand for an increase every session; we thought 
it well to put a stop to it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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| they are hereby, authorized to examine and settle 


August 16 


a, 


The next amendment was to strike out Section 


ten, in the following words: ~ 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
accounting officers of the Treasury Deparment be and 

? 

terms of equity and justice, all claims agains Tru pon 
States for supplies furnished the Callforhis bettalie’ Cnited 
manded by Colonel J.C. Frémont,) in 1846, for the 2 
ment of which no provision has been made by law...) 
which are not embraced in the claims submitieq aoe 
adjudicated by, the board of Army officers appointed b 
authority of the sixth section of the act approved Aus, 
31, 1852, and abolished by the second section of the act of 
March 3, 1855 ; and the amount necessary to pay the Claim, 
so adjudicated shall be paid out ofany money in the Treas, 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. WELLER. I think this section was in- 
serted in the bill by mistake. These persons 
who make claims for supplies furnished tha: 
battalion, are now prosecuting their claims in 
the Court of Claims, and this section ought not to 
have been inserted. I know not how it got here 
It was by inadvertence, I suppose. 

The amendment was abrestt to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 
twelve, which is: 6 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 
of the acts of September 28, 1850, and August 31 


2) 
» 1852, 


| granting extra pay to officers and enlisted men of the Ary 





| likelihood of them. 
| British settlements on the Red river, I do not sup- 


serving in Oregon and California, from September 28, 1459 
to March 1, 1853, be, in like manner, extended to the off, 
cers and men of the volunteers who also served in Oregon 
and California during the same period of time. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out section 
thirteen, which is: 


Sec. 13, And be it further enacted, That for the construc. 
tion of barracks and quarters at a military post to be esta). 
lished in the northern part of Minnesota Territory, for the 
protection of the settlements on the Red river of the north, 
$50,000 be appropriated, in addition to the sum of $5.00) 
appropriated by the act entitled “ An act for the erection of 
a military post on or near the Pembina river, in the Terr. 
tory of Minnesota, and for other purposes,’’ approved the 
17th of February, 1855; said post to be located and *on- 
structed under the direction of the Secretary of War; the 
location to be at such point as he shall deem best adapted 
for the protection of said settlenfent; and so much of the 
aforesaid act, approved February 17, 1855, as_ indicates the 
location of said post, is hereby repealed. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope that will not be 
stricken out. Congress has heretofore ordered 
a fort to be erected there, and it is really neces- 
sary. It is a territorial appropriation, and is 


| only $50,000. This fort is on the Red river of 


the North, and is necessary to protect the people 
against the British settlement there, and to keep 
the Indians in check. 

Mr. PEARCE. Congress heretofore appro- 
priated $5,000 for the erection of what is called a 
fort in this high northern part of our possessions, 


| which sum they supposed would be enough to 
| afford the means of protecting the settlers there 


from Indian incursions, if indeed there be any 
As to attacks from the 


— there is the slightest apprehension of them. 
take it that they are not going to war on their 
own hook, disregard the laws of their country, and 
attack our settlers south of 49°. But, sir, $500,000 
is proposed to be appropiated in this section. It 
is ok too much for any fort that is neces- 
sary to be there. The population going there 
can defend themselves quite agwell-as the old 


| settlers of Kentucky, and are not exposed to 


hardships, and perils to be compared to those 
which were met, and overcome, and endured by 
the settlers of Kentucky, and many other States 
in the western part ofthe Union. Fifty thousand 
dollars is altogether too much. If we build a fort 
of any consequence, such as $50,000 will do, it will 
be useless when population advances. A little 
stockade affair that would keep off the Indians 
who may make ‘an incursion will be ‘sufficient, 
and $5,000 is ample for that. 

, Mr. DOUGLAS. The suggestion I made in 
regard to the British settlement had this refer- 
ence; it is the settlement of Lord Selkirk. It is 
composed of half breeds, who have great control 
over the Indians, and they have a tendency, being 
immediately on the line, to keep the Indians in 
rather an irritated state of mind. The location 
of the fort is four hundred miles from the sette- 
ments of Minnesota. It is on the Red river, *& 
Pembina, four or five hundred miles from ‘St. 
Paul. Five thousand dollars would not eveo 
make a stockade that would be effective. If the 
committee think $50,000 too much, I should be 
willing to have it reduced, but certainly not (0 
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* that $50,000 be asked for. 


$5 000. A fort is really necessary in that posi- 
* on, and | hope the Senate will not strike out 
the section. 


Mr. HALE. 


Is not this an old acquaintance? 


THE CONGRESSIO 


/a resolution to-day, and have it passed, which? evening in the Senate to dispose of the money 


} 
| 


[sit not the same Proposition that was up once || 
| in order. 


before this session ? 

Mr. WELLER. 

Mr. HALE. I think, then, there are some esti- | 
mates which will show that the $50,000 is to be 
oply a beginning. 

Mr. PEARCE. So much the worse. 

Mr. HALE. The estimates are for a good deal 
more; but the officer who asked for the $50,000 | 
apologized for asking so little, by saying that 
was all he could spend next year; but I under- 
stand that if he had time he could spend consid- 
erably more. I hope the Senate will not vote to 
build this fort, particularly as the measure has 
been up once and discussed, and the Senate by a 
decided vote refused to make the appropriation. 

M:. DOUGLAS. The Senator from New 


shi iscloses a sufficient answe 1} 
Hampshire a answer ‘to the | Wilson, and Wright—30. 


argument of the Senator from Maryland. The 
Senator from Maryland said, that $5,000 was 
enough, but the Senator from New Hampshire 
says the officer in command of the military de- 
partment—the only department upon which you | 
can rely in this matter—says that $50,000 is the 
least amount necessary for this year. 

Mr. WELLER. ‘The only time when this 
question was presented to the consideration of | 
the Senate, was upon the deficiency bill, and it 
was ruled out upon the ground that it was not a | 
deficiency. I shall content myself with asking | 
the Secretary to read the letter of General Jesup 
and the letter of the Secretary of War, recom- | 
mending this appropriation. This fort is upon | 
the boundary between the United States and the | 
British possessions. The British have a small 
post some distance up the river. There are a 
great many settlements already made in the neigh- 
borhood, and a large amount of agricultural land. 
In my judgment it will be necessary to maintain | 
a post there for many years to come, until the 
settlers shall be sufficiently strong to protect | 
themselves. I desire simply to put the Senate in | 
possession of the facts, and they can make what 
disposition they please of the section. 

The Secretary read the letters, as follows: 

QUARTERMASTER GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Wasuineton, March 8, 1856. 


Sir: Inreply to your inquiry as to the amount required 
for quarters, hospitals, store-house, and stables, for a force 
of four companies of infantry, which, [ understand, it is 

roposed to station at Pembina, on the northern frontier of | 
linmeaetity I have the honor to state that the expense for 
the objects enumerated above will depend upon the resources 
of the country proposed to be occupied. Should timber, 
suitable for buildings, be found on or near the site which | 
may be selected, the expense will not probably exceed 
fifty thousdnd dollars, if the work be done entirely, or 
principally, by the troops; but, if it should be necessary 
to hire mechanics to construct the buildings, double that 
sum may be necessary. 

[would recommend that the troops be required to labor 
themselves, and that no mechanics or laborers be hired, 
except one or two master carpenters, stone-masons, and 
bricklayers, and such number of teamsters as may be neces- | 
sary for the few wagons allowed for the use of the post. In 
addition to the $5,000 already appropriated, I recommend 
That sum may not be sufficient ; 
but it will be as much as can be used during the approach- 
ing season. 

I remain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

THOMAS 8. JESUP, 
Quartermaster General. 
Hon. Jerrerson Davis, Secretary of War, Washington, | 
District of Columbia. 





War DePaRTMeENT, 
Wasuineton, March 24, 1856. 
Sir: In reply to your note of this date, requesting in- | 
formation as to the probable cost and the necessity of a mil- 
itary post proposed to be established in the northern part of 
Minftesota Territory, for the protection of the settlements | 


on the Red river of the North, I have the honor to state || 


that I deem the establishment of such a post desirable, and | 
refer to the inclosed report of the Quartermaster General 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


It was up before. * i] 








rohibits us doing any legislative business on 
Monday ? 
Mr. STUART. No, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not 
Mr. YULEE. 


I shall vote ‘‘ yea;’’ because, 


| as a member of the Finance Committee moves 


the adjournment, I take it for granted the public 


| service does not require us to sit here longer. 


Mr. SLIDELL. If it is in order to make ob- 
servations about the vote —— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 29; as DI ots 

YEAS — Messrs. Butler, Foot, Hale, Harlan, Seward, 
Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, Wade, and Yulee—10. 


It is not in 


NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, | 


| Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Clay, Clayton, Col- 


lamer, Douglas, Durkee, Fish, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, 
Iverson, Jones of Lowa, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, 
Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Thomson of New Jersey, Weller, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 


| now is on the amendment of the Committee on 


! 
for an estimate of its cost. | 


JEFF’N DAVIS, Secretary of War. | 
Hon. Jonx B. Wetter, Chairman of the Committee on | 


Military Affairs, United States Senate. 1} 


The question being taken, on a division there | 
were—ayes 16, noes 13; not a quorum voting. | 
_ Mr. STUART. I move that the Senate ad-. 
Journ, (ten minutes to eleven o’clock.) 

Mr. UGLAS. I trust not. 

Mr. MASON. I ask for the yeas and nays | 
on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask whether the 





| Mr. BAYARD. 


Senator from Michigan did not himself introduce | 


Finance to strike out the section. 

The question being taken, on a division there 
were—ayes twenty-four, noes not counted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
I am satisfied that the Senate do not understand 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to have the amend- 
ment read. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is to strike out a section 
appropriating $50,000 for the erection of a fort 
at Pembina. 


ment is to strike out the thirteenth section. 
Mr. BAYARD. Thatamendment comes from 
the Committee on Finance, I understand. 

Mr. PEARCE. [ beg leave to say, for the 
information of gentlemen who were not in the 
Chamber during the previous discussion on this 
question, that the committee recommended it to 
be struck out, for the reason that they did not 
believe there was the least earthly necessity for 
voting this money to establish a fort at the point 
indicated. The War Department is going to 
send four companies of men there; and if they 
have timber in the neighborhood, they can build 
a fort for themselves; ‘but if there is no timber in 
the neighborhood, there ought to be no fort there. 
This officer reported, as was mentioned by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, that for the pres- 
ent he could spend about $50,000, and by and by 
he will spend Ido not know how much more. 
The provision is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I must be permitted to say 
a word in reply. It is true thé Finance Commit- 
tee, whose province it is not to judge of military 
affairs, have recommended that the section be 
stricken out; but it is also true that the Military 
Committee, whose peculiar province it is to 
attend to such matters, putitin. It is also true 
that the Quartermaster’s department has recom- 
mended it, and the War Department has recom- 
mended it. The Finance Committee undertake 
to overrule all the Departments of the Govern- 
ment, and every branch of the service charged 
with the subject, when it is not their province to 

judge of the riety of the work. 

| Mr. PEARC It is the province of the 
| Finance Committee, when a measure is referred 
to them, to require, at all events, some plausible 
pretext for making an eee We as- 
sume no jurisdiction which 

us. Weare very much in the habit of deferring 
to other committees when they recommend to us 
appropriations within their sphere; but when an 
appropriation is recommended to us by a com- 
mittee, which comes without the sanction of any 
valid reason, and when we see twenty very good 
reasons why it should not be granted, I think we 
| are not bound to stultify ourselves, and submit 
our judgment to gentlemen who cannot furnish 
us any reason. T shall not argue this subject 
any further. I say we have not usurped any 
jurisdiction, and there is no arrogance at all in 
what we have done. 





I do not think one can vote 
| far wrong in supporting any motion which re- 
| strains the disposition that has been shown this 


NAL GLOBE. 


| 


|| question to the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- | 


|| the Atlantic coast. 
|| recommendation from the Department for a fort 
‘| on the Atlantic coast, the recommendation has 
|| been regarded as a sufficient reason for an appro- 
|| priation. 
|| vestigated any further than to know whether the 

| Department has recommended it. 


j 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 


does not belong to | 
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of the nation for very useless purposes. 


Mr. WELLER. I simply desire to say that 


| we are in the habit of Jooking to the military de- 
| partment of the Government for the location of 


osts necessary for the protection of our people. 
Ve must necessarily do that. The Secretary 
and the Quartermaster General, whose attention 
| has been especially direeted to the subject, have 
regarded the location of this post as indispens- 
ably necessary to the protection of our people. 
| The Military Committee of the Senate have also 
| recommended it. But the Finance Committee 
seem to have the province of deciding on the 
location of military posts, because they have the 
power to say how the public money shall be ap- 
| propriated. It remains for the Senate to dedite 
whether they will rely on the judgment of the 
| military department of this Government, or take 
that of the Committee on Finance, who are pre- 
| sumed to know no more about this subject than 
| othermembers of the Senate. I submit the whole 
The military department 
| of the Government regard this as necessary to 
| the defense and protection of our people; the Fi- 
nance Committee say it is not. et the Senate 

| decide between them. 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 wish to ask the Senator 
| from Michigan, {Mr. Cass,] in whose experience 
| and knowledge in this subject I have great confi- 
| dence, to be kind enough to give us his opinion. 

Mr. CASS. I believe I stated on a former oc- 

casion, that I have been in the neighborhood of 


use in the world for a fort there. 

Mr. STUART. I disagreed with the majority 
| of the Committee on Finance on this subject. 
| That is enough for that point. Then, in the next 
slace, I wish to correct a slight misapprehension 
| into which the Senator from Maryland seems to 
| have fallen, in regard to the recommendation of 

the Department.. The Department says distinctly, 

that $50,000 will construct this work, if it is con- 
| structed by the soldiers, in addition to the $5,000 
| already appropriated; but if it is done by private 
+} mechanics, hired for the purpose, it will cost 
| double that sum. Thatis the statement in regard 
| to the cost. 
| tis not nesessary for me to detain the Senate 
| on this question. teams entirely with what has 

been said by the Senator from California, that 
whenever we undertake to overrule the opinions of 


| 
|| Pembina, and I do not believe there is the least 
} 


|| the War Department in respect to the location 
if 


and necessity of forts, our action will be found to 
be confined entirely to cases that do not exist on 
Whenever there has been a 


As far as | know it has not been in- 


The Secretary 
says this is necessary. He informs the Senate 
that he has ordered four companies of troops 
there. They are there with nothing to do, and 
there are no quarters for them. The Quarter- 
master General says the fort is necessary, and 
| that with the soldiers he can build it for this sum 
of money. ; 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
| resulted—yeas 28, nays 12; as follows: « 
YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, 
| Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clayton, Col- 
lamer, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Hale, Houston, Mal- 


|| lory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Slidell, Thomson of New 


Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—2s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Douglas, Geyer, Iverson, Jones 
of Lowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Weller, Wright, 
and Yulee—12. 


| 

| - * 

So the section was stricken out. 

| The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 


|} nance was to strike out section fourteen, in the 


following words: 


Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
| of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to 
| pay to the State of Arkansas, out of any money in the 
|| ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums of money 
| as were paid by said State, under the authority of the act of 
iI the Legislature of that State, approved January 5, 1549, to 
{| the Benton county militia, called into service by Colonel 
W. R. Ogden in July, 1846, to resist incursions of the 


| 
it 
| 
} 
i} 


| Cherokee Indians: Provided, That the amount so to be 


paid shall not exceed the sum of $1,212. 


Mr. PEARCE. This is a small amount—only 
|| $1,212; but the provision seemed to the commit- 
tee very objectionable in principle. The miliua 
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called out on this oecasion were not called out by 
the authority of the Governor, so far as I under- 
stand, but solely by the authority of the colonel. 
We have not been able to perceive any evidence 
that there was an actual incursion from the In- 
dians; but we do perceive, from a letter of one of 
the officers who was out, that he found no In- 


have come into the State. [Laughter.] It seemed 
to us that, even if these militia were called out 
under serious ap; rehensions, they were not called 


out by the proper semeenagrs and we ought not to | 
a military force by a | 
colonel of militia, and obligate ourselves to pay | 


sanction the calling out o 


for expenses created thereby. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. 


for what reason the Committee on Finance recom- 


mended the striking out of this section until I |) 
heard the statement of the Senator from Mary- | 
land-—remarkable as coming from him, for he is || 


usually very accurate in his facts; but he is en- 
tirely mistaken. In the first place, the calling 
forth of the militia was by order of the Governor 
of the State of Arkansas, who, under the militia 
laws of the State, called on Colonel Ogden. On 
his requisition, a company of militia was called 
out and employed thirty dave, not in quelling in- 
surrection, to be sure, because no such insurrec- 
tion ever took place, but in quieting disturbances 
on the frontier. 

The history of it is briefly this: ‘The Cherokees 
are located on the western frontier of the State of 
Arkansas. In 1846, the civil feudsin the Chero- 


kee nation grew very high, and nearly one half of | 


them were expelled from the nation. They were 
driven into the State of Arkansas, where they 
commenced a system of thieving, plundering, and 
depredating. x 

ten up, and they-refused to return to their own 
country, until expelled by the military. ‘That is 
the state of the facts. The military were called out 
for that purpose by the Governor, and the State 
afterwards paid their expenses to the amount-of 
$1,212, all of which appears by the pay-roll among 
the papers. 

The letter to which the Senator from Maryland 
refers, of General Arbuckle, was written long 
after these facts occurred. He went up there on 
a kind of military reconnoissance after this com- 
pany was discharged, and reported that there 
were no Indians there; but the fact had been 
otherwise. For a period of from three to six 
months hundreds of Indians had been 
through the country, committing every species of 


I was at a loss to know | 


creat deal of ill-feeling was got- || $2! . - he He 
great leal of ill-feeling was ; || War and the attorneys in fact of the said Faribault and 
| wife. 


roving ||} 





depredation and violence. They were driven by | 


the internal feuds and factions of their own na- 
tion from it. 


within the borders of the State of Arkansas, from 


It was a kind of incursion, not | 
exactly a hostile Gne, because they took refuge || 


what was civil war in their own country ; but the | 


Governor was compelled to resort to this military 
force for the purpose of expelling them. When 
General Arbuckle went there afterwards, he found 
one and quiet prevailing, and so reported. I 
1ave examined the wa very perfectly, and I 
find that this is about the state of facts. 

1 think, then, that this case comes clearly 
within the principle on which the Federal Gov- 
ernment has always paid the expenses of a State 
for ca!lgng out its militia to quiet disturbances on 
the frontier, or to suppress domestic insurrection. 
It will be remembered that these Indians were, so 
far as the people of Arkansas were concerned, a 
foreign people. It was nota mere insurrection 
which the local authorities were to suppress, but 
it was an incursion—not a hostile one, but one 
that disturbed the peace, and put the law of the 
country at defiance; and it was from a neighbor- 
ing nation. It comes, therefore, clearly within 
the principle. 

r. PEARCE. As to tho militia having been 
ordered out by the Governor, [ stated before that 
we had no evidence of that fact; and so far as 
we knew, from what was before us, they were 
called out by a colonel; but if the eentleman 
knows what he states, of course i accept it as 
the best authority. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, The fact appears in a me- 
morial of the State Legislature of Arkansas, 


-which 1s filed with the papers, and can be read 


if desired. 
Mr. PEARCE. 


I did not see the paper; it 
was not shown to me or the committee; but I 


| 


dians where he went; but he verily believed that | 
if he had not gone there, some of them would | 


| redation and offense which the obligation of the 
Government of the United States is clearand ex- 





| priation bill which we acted on to-day. 
| Senate receded from an amendment in the same 
| words, lL believe, wiih this section. 


| worth while to insist on it now. 


lows: 





| on account of the Indian service in California, upon his pro- 


| 27th of February, 185!, fixing the rate of compensation for 
| interpreters, as far as it relates to California be, and the 


| included by the Senate in the Indian appropriation 


think, on the statement of the gentleman himself, 
we ought not to pay thismoney. He admits that 
this was not a hostile incursion; but the Indians | 
were at war with one another, and some who es- 
caped trom the party hostile to them sought refuge 
in the borders of Arkansas. Then the militia of 
Arkansas was called out to suppress apprehended 
tumultuary movements, or to remove these intru- 
ders from her territory. It was really a police 
movement; and | take it that we are not to be 
called upon to execute the police authority of a 
State. We are bound to repel invasion, and sup- 
press insurrection; but we are not bound to keep 
the peace within the territory of all the States of 
the Union. They execute their police laws for 
themselves, at their own cost. f do not think 
there is the least shadow of claim in this case. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. Ihave only to reply what 
I have said already, that the whole of this incur- 
sion was in violation of the terms of the inter- 
course law, and was precisely that kind of dep- 


plicit to suppress, by the act of 1834. Nothing 
can be clearer than that. If the United States 
undertook the enforcement of their dwn act, the 
whole proceeding of the Indians was in violation 
of it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to strike out section sixteen, which 
is: 


Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 





| to Jean Baptiste Faribault, and Pelagie Faripault, his wife, 


the sum of $12,000, with interest thereupon from the 12th 


| of March, 1839, in full payment of their claim to the island 


at the confluence of the Mississippi and St. Pierre rivers, 
in fulfillment of a contract entered into for that purpose on 
said 12th day of March, 1839, between the Secretary of 


Mr. PEARCE. This provision was contained 
in one of our amendments to the Indian appro- 
he 


As the Sen- 
ate has receded from it, [ suppose it is hardly, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out sections seventeen and eighteen, as fol- 


Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That in settling the 
accounts of Thomas J. Henley, superintendent of Indian 
affairs in California, the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury be, and they are hereby, authorized to allow him the 
amounts he actually paid to interpreters during the years of 
1854 and 1855, and the amount of 8750 paid by him to Saun- 
ders and Brenham, for interest on money advanced by them 


ducing satisfactory vouchers for these expenditures. 


Sec. 18. and be i! further enacted, That the act of the 


same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. PEARCE. These two sections were both 





bill. The eighteenth section was adopted with an 
amendment which has passed both ioetad. and 
the seventeenth section has been stricken out to- 
day by acommittee of conference, with the assent 


| of the Senate. 


The amendment was agreed to. , 
The next amendment of the committee was to 


| strike out section twenty-one, which is: 


Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ in his of- 
fice an accountant conversant with military accounts and 
the laws and regulations governing the same, who shall re- 
ceive an annual compensation of $2,500, and shall perform 
such duties in connection with the examination and settle- 
ment of military accounts requiring the action of the Sec- 


| retary of War, and with the aceounts of appropriations and 
| expenditures for military purposes, as the said Secretary 


may from time to time assign him. 


Mr. WELLER. The Secretary of War is 


| exceedingly anxious to obtain the clerk provided 


for in this section. If any Senator desires it, I 
will ask to have his letter read, and I have a de- 
tailed statement on the point. 

Mr. PEARCE. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will state the reasons which induced the Finance 
Committee to move to strike out this provision. 
We were all satisfied of the very great merits of 
the officer who holds this place. I know him well 
myself. I know him to be a very valuable offi- 
cer’ The only reason on which we determined 
to strike it out was, that it disturbed the general 
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arrangement of the classification of clerks 9 
recently adopted on a pretty good system. W, 
thought it ae that if we gave to this clerk 
$2,500, we should have all the other clerks holdine 
corresponding grades in other Departmentsaskine 
for the same salary. We thought it rather to, 
soon to make an alteration in their salaries, 

Mr. WELLER. There was a mistake in the 
printing of the bill. The salary was to be $2,009 
and not $2,500. Certainly the reason given by 
the Senator from Maryland is insufficient. H, 
states the necessity of the clerk, but disputes about 
the salary. It would be a very easy matter to 
amend by reducing the salary, and not deny the 
clerk altogether. ‘The salary fixed upon by the 
Committee on Military Affairs was $2,000 for this 
clerk. . 

Mr. PEARCE. We know perfectly well that 
it is the intention of the Secretary of War to 
appoint to this place a gentleman who is now in 
his office as a clerk. He stated his desire to 
retain this gentleman, and expressed an appre- 
hension that, unless he was enabled to give him 
a salary of $2,500, he would not be able to keep 
him in the office, but that he would accept some 
other employment; so that we are not denying a 
new clerk, but merely refusing an increase of 
salary of one already there. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask to have the letter of 
the Secretary of War read. 

It was read, as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
WasHIncTon, -4pril’7, 1856, 


Dear Sir: Linclose a draft of an enactment to make 
additional provision for the adjustment of a great variety of 
accounts which require the decision of the Secretary of 
War, being of a character which the accounting officers of 
the ‘Treasury cannot decide upon. An accompanying memo- 
randum will show the nature of most of these accounts, 
and I would be glad to give further explanations whenever 
you can make it convenient to call at the Department and 
confer with me on the subject. 

Very respectfully, f JEFF’N DAVIS. 
Hon. Joun B. Weiter, Chairman Committee on Militury 

Affairs, United States Senate. 


Mr. WELLER. [ also ask that the statement 
which I have had reduced to writing, in conse- 
quence of my not being able to call on the Depart- 
ment, showing the necessity of the employment 
of this clerk, be read. 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 


“The organization of the accounting officers of the 
Treasury provides for the examination and settlement of 
accounts rendered for the disbursement of public money. 
The accounting officers admit all expenditures made in ac- 
cordance with law and regulation, on special orders of 
the Department—they reject all not so made, or not proven 
in the manner prescribed by regulations. All accounts so 
rejected may be, and many of them are, submitted by the 
disbursing officers for the decision of the Secretary of War, 
who alone can waive a strict compliance with regulation if 
its enforcement would work injustice. 

‘« By law and by regulation, a large class of expenditures 
requires the special sanction of the Secretary of War, who 
has to exercise a discretion according to the circumstances 
of each case. 

‘A large class of accounts requiring the special direction 
of the Secretary, results from the admission, by Congress, 
of the claims of States and individuals for services, &c.,1n 
the suppression of Indian hostilities,and other military 
operations not performed under the direction of this De- 
partment. 

‘In addition to these, numerous cases daily arise, not ° 
provided for by regulations, and which are te be settled by 
the application of the general principles governing the ad- 
justment of military accounts. 

“In prescribing the general principles for the settlement 
of classes of claims embracing numerous accounts, and in 
revising the settlement, as is always done, to see that no 
injustice to the Government or to individuals results from 
the practical operation of the general rules, as well as in 
the adjustment of single claims, in which it is often neces- 
sary to compute and specify the sums to be paid, it is ne- 
cessary that the Secretary be able to command the services 
of an experienced accountant, conversant not merely with 
some single branch of Army accounts, but with the whole 
range of military expenditures, and the general histosy of 
military transactions. The qualifications for the station 
can be acquired only by long experience; nor can they be 
obtained anywhere so well as in the Secretary’s office, 
where all mili information centers, and whither all 
questions of coun are carried for decision. 

“ Officers disbursing under the direction of the several 
bureaus, and rendering accounts to several auditors, not 
unfrequently get their accounts confused, and the interpo- 
sition of the Secretary of War is required to disentangle 
them. The correspondence with delinquent officers con- 
stitutes a considerable branch of business; aud a sound 
discretion is to be exercised in distinguishing between of- 
ficers whose delinquency arises from the pressure of other 
duties, and those who are careless or unsafe. 

“Among the large accounts settled within a few years, 
since 1849, in the Secretary’s office, and under his imme- 
diate direction, were the military contribution accounts. 
more than 000 ; the civil fund accounts of Califor- 
nia, $1 ; Mexican war claims ; the Rogue 
river recently setuled, $170, war debt of 
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‘glifornia ROW awaiting settlement is stated at $1,600,000. 1} 
be ress has appropriated $924,000. There are now pend- 
i eae ire Congress similar claims of the Territories of 
Washington, Oregon, and Utah, besides scores of smailer || 
claims of various classes.” | 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. | 


The next amendment of the Committee on | 
Finance was to strike out section twenty-two, | 
which is: : 

sec. 22. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 

0),000, or as much thereof as may be hecessary, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury nat otherwise appropriated, for the construction 
of amilitary road from El Paso, on the Rio Grande, to Fort 
Yuma, at the mouth of the Gila river, to be expended un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of War, pursuant to con- | 
tracts to be made by him. 

Mr. WELLER. That is provided for in 
another bill. gue ne 

Mr. PEARCE. Then there is no objection to 
its being stricken out. 

Mr. WELLER. Let it be stricken out. 
already provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finanvte was to strike out section twenty-three, 
which is: 

Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the President of the United States to cause to be | 
established and maintained, at convenient distances on said | 
road, Where it may pass through the country occupied by | 
Indians, such military posts as may be necessary for the 
general protection of said road. 


Mr. WELLER. It is a part of the same 
provision, with the previous section; let it be 
stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. As-we are now through | 
with the amendments of the Committee on 
Finance, I feel it to be my duty to call the atten- | 
tion of the Senate to the nineteenth section. It 
is avery important one. It is the most impor- 
tant one in the bill. ‘Fhe first clause of it pro- 
poses to add twenty-five per cent. to the pay of 
all the officers of the Army. I agree to that; 
they are insufficiently paid now; but it contains 
a proviso to which I do object. The proviso is: | 

That there shall be added to the corps of engineers one | 
‘rigadier general, to be chief engineer, to be selected from 
ihe corps of engineers, and to have the same pay and emol- | 
uments as the other brigadier generals of the Army. That | 
there shall be also added to said corps, by regular promo- 
tion of the officers now belonging to it, and from such senior 
graduates of the Military Academy as shall from year to 
year be recommended for that purpose by the academic | 
board, one colonel, two lieutenant colonels, four majors, | 
and twelve captains ; and that hereafter all the officers of | 
engineers of, and below, the grade of colonel shall have the 
same pay and allowances as the officers of the cavalry 
corps, and, when in command of separate works, shall be 
placed on the same footing, as to their allowances, as the | 
commanders of posts garrisoned with troops. 

This isa partial reorganization of the Army. | 
{t makes a large addition to the engineer corps. | 
Why should we increase the engineer corps, 
provide for promotions in it, and add to the 
number of its officers, and not make the same | 

rovision for the topographical corps? It may 
GG said these engineer officers have charge of 
fortifications and military roads. Well, sir, the 
officers of the topographical corps are equally 
meritorious; their labors are equally onerous; 
they are employed on boundary surveys; and 
they are on the frontiers also. I think, if we are | 
to reorganize the engineer corps, we ought to | 

make a similar provision for the topographical | 
corps. 

Mr.CASS. I had my eye on this section, and | 
should have introduced it to the notice of the Sen- 
ate, if the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
had not done so. This is acurious omnium gath- 
erum of a bill. I do not understand the mechan- 
ism of it. Now, I appeal to the honorable Sen- 
ator at the head of the. Military Committee, if 
almostat midnight, on this last night of the session, 
itis proper to enter into the consideration of ques- | 
tions so deeply affecting the Army as this section 
does? 

Mr. WELLER. Allow me to explain how it | 
comes that the bill is in this shape. It is a mis- 
cellaneous bill, I admit; but that arose from this 
fact: the Senate decided to make no amendments 
to the regular Army appropriation bill, except to 
strike from it the Kansas clause. The Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs always have amendments | 
to offer to the Army bill when it is presented; but | 
instead of presenting those amendments to the | 
Army bill, they were induced to offer theni as a | 
Separate bill. ' 
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Mr. CASS. This, then, is a supplementary 
Army bill, which ought merely to contain a 


ppro- 
priations in addition to those in the regular A fay 
appropriation bill; but it contains nearly every- 

thing touching almost every Department. As the 

honorable Senator from Pennsylvania has stated, 
here is a provision for the reorganization of the | 
engineer corps, and the creation ofa new brigadier | 
general. We do not want a new brigadier gen- 
eral. You passed a law for the creation of one 
last year, and the office is not yet filled. Here 
are twelve captains added to that corps, and a 
number of other officers; here are changes in the 
pay of the officers, and in everything relating to 
the corps. I appeal again to the Senator from 
California, if, on this last night of the session, 
with the little prospect there is of this bill passing, 
it is proper to enter into the consideration of such 
subjects? No man can understand me as being 
inimical to the Army; but the very point suggested 
by the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania is 
the one that occurs to me: why do you select 
the engineer corps proper, and that alone? Why 
do you exclude the topographical corps, equally | 
meritorious, equally in the service of the country, 
equally educated at West Point, equally competent 

to discharge any duties, when they are needed by | 
the War Department, wherever required? I want | 
to know why one is excluded from the benefit of | 
the provision which is allowed to the other? I 

should like to hear some reason for this change. | 
I cannot conceive any at present. I do not believe | 
the good of the service requires this increase; but | 
I am certain that, if the one corps 18 to be thus 


favored, common justice requires that the other | 


should be, too; as they are under the same De- 
partment and on the same footing. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
this is recommended by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. WELLER. I do not know whether it is | 
recommended by the Secretary of War or not. 
From a conversation I had with him, I under- | 
stood him to be opposed to the increase of the 


engineer corps; but there is a statement in the | 


report of the chief of engineers to the Secretary 
of War showing its necessity. He says: 

“In my last annual report I urged the necessity of an 
increase of the corps of engineers, in order to afford the 


number of officers indispensable to the execution, in a | 


proper and economical manner, of the duties belonging to 
the corps. 
touching that necessity. 
presem deficiency by a statement specifying the officers 
now employed, and those needed in the several operations 
and duties under this Department. 


‘A similar statement was communicated, with. your 


approbation, to the Military Committees of the two Houses 
of Congress at the late session.”” 

Mr. SEWARD. So I understood. 

Mr. WELLER. Then he proceeds to show 


the engineer officers now employed, forty-four in 


number, and the addition required, twenty-five; | 


and he adds: 

*¢ In the above statement, the number of officers requisite 
for a proper execution of the duties confided to this branch 
of the military service, is placed at an absolute minimum.” 

These engineers are not required for your river 
and harbor improvements, nor is it designed by 
him that they shall be used in the construction 
of military roads. I have said on former occa- 
sions that I would sooner trust those improve- 
ments to the hands of\civilians, and I would not 
vote for the increase of the engineer corps beyond 
the extent that is indispensably necessary for mili- 
tary purposes—I mean strictly military purposes. 
I am satisfied, from the report of the chief of the 


strictly for military purposes, without any refer- 
ence whatever to your harbors, your rivers, or 
other improvements. I have been accustomed to 
rely upon that Department of the Government 


ner in which I shall vote. I know that my dis- 
tinguished friend from Michigan has had expe- 
rience in military affairs; but notwithstanding the 
unlimited confidence I have in his judgment, I 


would rather rely on the information of those | 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Allow me to ask whether | 


That report contains some general remarks | 
I propose now to demonstrate the | 


engineer corps, that this number is necessary, | 


which has charge of these works for the inform- | 
ation necessary to determine me as to the man- | 
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Mr. CASS. While the Senator is looking for 
the letter, 1 will say that I feel authorized to re- 
mark, that the Secretary of War is opposed to 
the increase of one of these corps, unless the 
other is increased, 

Mr. WELLER. I send the letter to the Chair, 
which | ask to have read. 

The Secretary read, ac follows: 

War DerarTMeNT, 
Wasuinerton, 4ugust 5, 1856. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of this date, inclosing copy of an amendment 
whick you inform me the Committee on Military Affairs 
contemplate adding to the Army appropriation bill, and in 
relation to which you ask my opinion. 

My views will be found fully set forth in my annual re- 
port of December 4, 1854, in which recommendations were 
made for modifications in the organization of the Army 3 
and if I were now to propose a plan for the reorganization 
of the engineer corps, | should feel bound to include in 
such plan the corps of topographical engineers and ord 
nance, these being the three corps of the Army on which 
are devolved the more strictly scientific branches of the 
military service. ‘The small size of our Army in proportion 
to the resources and power of our country fortunately en 


| ables the Government to give to all of its officers who pass 


through the grade of cadet the same general education ; and 
hence it arises that in our Army more, perhaps, thanin any 
other, it would be practicable to dispense with special corps. 
It is hazarding little to say that, in every important com 

mand, one or more officers would be found competent to 
perform the ordinary duties of an engineer. The higher ead 
inore difficult functions of an engineer, requiring, beyond 
elementary preparation, much experience and constant 
study, demands a class of officers whose lives are given to 
that special braneh of the wilitary profession, but [ have 
not perceived the necessity for the great increase proposed 
in the corps of engineers, to wit: of twenty officers; and 
therefore it will be found, that in my annual report of De 

cember, 1855, | did not propose the adoption of the urgent 
recommendation of the chief engineer, found in his report 
of November 24, 1855, with a tabular statement, setting 
forth in detail the purposes for which the additional officers 
were required. 

The proposition in the draft of the amendment submitted, 
to increase the compensation of officers of engineers by 
giving them the *“* same pay and allowances as the officers 
of the cavalry corps, and, when in command of separate 
works, to be placed on the same footing as to their allow- 
ances as the commanders of posts garrisoned with troops,’’ 
would, in the first instance, work but little change, as offi- 
cers of engineers and cavalry receive now the same pay 
and allywances, except that captains and lieutenants of 
cavalry have allowances for two horses, when actually 
kept in service ; but those of engineers one. In the second 
instance, if it be advisable to allow double rations to com- 
manders of posts, it must be on the theory that the position 
entails additional expense, and this is not applicable to an 
officer detached from the troops and employed in the con- 
struction of works. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JEFF’°N DAVIS, Secretary of Wer 
|| Hon. Joun B. Wetter, Chairman Committee filtery 
| Affairs, Senate. 


Mr. CASS. That letter supports precisely 
what I stated, that the Secretary of War was op- 
posed to the increase of one of these corps at the 
|| expense of the other, and did not believe the in- 
|| crease here called for to be necessary. Why, sir, 
|| for thirty years we have had an engineer corps; 

and we passed through the Mexican war, when 
we were going on with fortifications to an extent 
ten times greater than now, and no increase was 
called for. It is not possible that this great nu- 
merical increase of the corps of engineers can be 
called for by the public service. The Secretary 
| has very correctly stated, in respect to giving 
| double rations, that there is nothing demandec 
| of an engineer officer, superintending the erection 
| of a fort, requiring seth compensation. This, 
|| and other provisions, want more mature consid- 
eration. Itseems that the committee first determ- 
ined on this course as necessary, and then ap- 
lied to the Secretary of War. I think it would 
lave been better if they had not presented it. I 
repeat, there can be no necessity for so large a 
numerical increase of the engineer corps as that 
which is proposed. 
| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I know the expe- 
| rience of the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
and his ability in connection with these subjects, 
but I should like to know whetfier I understood 
him when he was first up to say, that nothing 
| was necessary to be done for the reorganization 
|| or relief of the engineer corps? Did he not say 
|| that there was no necessity for another brigadier 
general? He thought it was a partial reorgant- 


| 





| 


who have charge of this specific Department of | zation of the Army, and that the public service 


the Government, than his. ‘They have satisfied 


|| did not require any such increase of the engineer 


me that this increase is necessary, strictly for || corps. 


er and I am willing to give it. 
Mr. YULEE. I desire to inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee, if he has not a letter from 


the Secretary of War on the subject? I ask, if || for an additional 


he have one, to let it be read. 


| Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator misunder- 
|| stood me. I said this was no time and no place 
|| to go into the subject. I said there was no need 
Leigadien general, and I say so 

now. You have got on the statute-book e law 
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creating a new brigadier general, and the office | 
is not yet filled, though the law was passed a | 


year and a half ago. Now, I want the gentleman 
to tell me, what need there is of another one? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 1 do not know, 
but 1 wanted to hear from the experienced Sen- 
ator from Michigan what his real sentiments were 
on this subject. Is no legislation required by the 
condition of that corps? 

Mr. CASS. I donot know that any is required; 
I do not see why it should be. I do not believe 
myself that one additional officer is required. 
They have passed through much more trying 
times than the present without any increase. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Iunderstand from 
the reading’of the letter of the Secretary of War, 
which confirms my own ideason this subject, that, 
however perfect may be the education for officers 


of the line in the infantry or dragoons given | 


at the Military Academy, there isa yet higher 
degree of science and intellectual attainment 
required in the corps of engineers proper than 
belongs generally to officers of the Army. If the 
world wanted any illustration of that fact beyond 
what had been received in former times, the recent 
experience before Sebastopol and in Sebastopol 
would demonstrate it; for the war there was con- 
ducted and carried on by engineers on both sides. 
Without them the south side of Sebastopol would 
never have fallen; and without very distinguished 
engineering ability inside, it would soon have 
fallen before the superior science of the French 
engineers. 

Now, | understood the honorable Senator from 
Michigan to say, when he was first up, that noth- 
ing was required to be done with this corps. I 
understood him to say, at another time, that it 


had passed through two wars, and gone on for | 
thirty years without any addition being wanted, | 


and that no legislation was now required. 
nothing to say in regard to the topographical 


quaintance of many accomplished officers belong- 
ing to it, for whom [ have the highest personal 
esteem, who are really accomplished and scien- 
tific officers; but they are not now before the 
Senate. Wheneverthey shall be brought before 
the Senate, I shall be teady to advocate their 
claims, and assimilate them in a proper manner 
to whatever may be done for the engineer corps 
proper. Why should this measure be laid over 
to another session or another Congress? I should 
like to ask the honorable Senator from Mich- 
igan—the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] 
used the same argument, that it is not proper at 
this stage of the session to consider it—if this be 
not the proper time and proper place, when will 
it be proper, except on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. CASS. Cail it upat the proper time, and 
as a distinct measure, 

Mr, BELL, of Tennessee. You can never 
reach these points until you get to the appropria- 
tion bills, and you never have them before you 
until the close of the session. I think the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan did injustice to the 
claims of this corps on the consideration of their 
country. We have distinguished engineers in 
America, as well as they have in Europe, and 
several of them belong to this corps. The hon- 
orable Senator thinks there is no need of any 
legislation now; I so understood him. Did he 
not do injustice to himself, when he said that? 

Mr. CASS. I did not say so. I said-there 
was no need of an increase; and I said this was 
no time to legislate on the subject. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. He wanted no 
additional officers above the present number. 

Mr. CASS. I say now, that the corps wahts 
no increase, in my opinion. 

Mr. BELL, ofTennessee. That is what I am 
answering. The present chief of engineers is only 
acolonel. He is distinguished for bis science as 
well as his probity and his courage. How long 
has he been in the service? Fifty years, and yet 
a colonel with no higher emoluments than a colo- 
nel of infantry, excepta single ration, anda single 
horse when in the field, amounting to ninety dol- 
lars a year. 


Mr. WELLER. Allow me in this connection 
to read the following statement: 


“The present colone? has been such colonel for more 
than seventeen years ; the oldest captain has held his present 
rank more than nineteen years; and the next five captains 
have been such more than seventeen years.” 


I have | 








| 


ean — — 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Colonel Thayer 


has been in the service forty-eight years, and is 


| now ony a lieutenant-colonel. ‘Captain Brewer- 


| in the service. 


|! cal corps. 


ton has been seventeen years a captain, and he 
sees now six colonels of the line who graduated 
after he did atthe Military Academy, ahd fifteen 
lieutenant colonels who graduated after he did, 
as his juniors. He is yet a captain, with no in- 
crease of pay except, I believe, an allowance for 
one horse when he is in the field, over a captain 
of infantry. So of the colonel and lieutenant- 
colonel. All the promotions, I understand, pro- 

osed by this section, are of officers who have 
tr en eighteen years in the public service, except 
one or two, Is not this a most erying injustice? 
This is supposed to be the most scientific corps 
In the topographical corps science 
is required; but I think the engineer corps, in a 
military sense, ranks higher than the topographi- 
Whether they are entitled to that pref- 
erence in the way these corps are now organized, 
I do not know. 

I do not mean to detain the Senate, but I desired 


|| to call their attention to the injustice, as I think, 


which has been done to this branch of the service, 
and to ask if nothing is required to do justice to 


this, the most scientific corps of the Army? I do 
not exclude the topographical corps. I shall do 


| them justice when they are brought forward; but 


| it to your consideration. 


when a measure is brought forward, in favor of 
these old veterans of half a century in the public 
service, and such veterans as they are, I protest 
against the idea that nothing is required, that it 
is too Jate, that it will not do to consider the sub- 
ject hurriedly at the end of the session. After 
this corps has been organized, as I understand 
from the honorable Senator from Michigan, for 
thirty years, he says we are not prepared to do 
anything for them now. I know this is not a 
time to debate the question; but I could not sit 


|| quietly and hear the sentiment expressed that 
corps, except that [ have the pleasure of the ac- | 


there was nothing required for this corps, and 
that this measure was a partial reorganization of 
the Army. Ido not mean anything personal to 
the honorable Senator from Michigan, of course; 
but I could not refrain from expressing my feel- 


| ings when I heard such sentiments as these, and 


heard it said that nothing was required, particu- 
larly at this time—the end of the session.. Why, 
sir, we always have to consider these measures 
at the end of the session. Your Military Com- 
mittee have considered this subject and brought 
They have matured 
this measure. If they are to be treated in this 
way, let us abolish our committees. I do not 
pretend to understand this subject as well as the 
members of that committee; but I confess I was 
astonished and rather mortified at the expression 
of the sentiments of the experienced Senator 


| from Michigan on this question, when I thought 


he knew so well, personally, all the grievances 
under which these officers have rested, as he has 
said himself, for thirty years. 

Mr. CASS. I desire to put myself right in one 
respect. The honorable Senator from Tennessee 
has put in my mouth things I never thought of. 
I never did any injustice to the corps of engineers. 
I hold them in the highest respect and regard. 
There is no better officer and more honorable man 
in the world than the colonel of that corps. I 
believe all of them are able, faithful officers, and 
an honor to the country; but I say, as an Ameri- 
can citizen here, and a Senator, that I do not 
think the American service requires an increase 
of the corps. I have said so to the Senate; and 
Ido not believe that, if we- are to make an in- 
crease, it would be justice to take one particular 
corps of the Army, and leave all the others un- 

rovided for; nor does the Secretary of War 
belies so. My honorable friend from Tennessee 
himself has occupied the War Department, and 
knows as much about it as I do; but one’ part of 
the subject has passed out of his mind. Recol- 
lect you had one major general and two brigadiers, 
and that is all you had until last year, when you 
added another brigadier, but he has not been ap- 
pointed. The President ‘has a right, with the 
concurrence of the Senate, to elevate officers b 
brevet to brigadier general and major oat if 
necessary. That is in his power. He can do 
that at any time, under proper circumstances. 

Now, Mr. President, the very.grievances of 
which the honorable Senator speaks in respect to 
the colonel of the engineer corps, applies equally 
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| confined to the lines. 


the infantry; t 
_tillery in the artillery; and thus it happens thata 
/man who is a captain in the infantry to-day ma 
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to the colonel of the topographical corps, and 
almost every other officer. The Senate will ro 
member that there are four or five lines j 
Army, and promotions to regimental r 


® our 


ank are 
The engineer corps is pro- 


moted in the engineer corps; the topograp| 
corps in the ee corps; the infantr 
1e cavalry in the cavalry; the 


lical 
Yin 
ar- 


rank ahead of a major in the engineer corps to. 
morrow... That is the chance of the service. It 


belongs everywhere; but there is no reason wh 

| you should select a colonel of one of these corps 
'and make hima brigadier general, any more than 
|another. His line does not allow him a higher 





a 


prgmotion. Besides, allow me to say to the hon- 
orable Senator, it is part of our military service 

and has been since the year 1795, that no man 
has a right to claim promotion to the rank of 
general officer. His right to promotion stops at 
the coloneley. After that, the choice is a matter 


| of Executive favor or discretion. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. These are all mat. 
ters which everybody here knows; but I want to 
say in reply to the honorable Senator, that | must 
have known, if I had known anything about the 
Army, that that could not be so. re you to 
have no general of engineers? Is that contrary 
to the military ideas and military experience of 
Europe ? 

Mr. CASS. Do you want one of cavalry and 
artillery? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
engineers. 

Mr. CASS. You have none of cavalry. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. You can have a 
general of cavalry if you choose. I should like 
to reply to the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
and show that some reorganization of this corps 
is necessarily required to do justice to it; but | 
do not mean to trespass on the Senate. Ido not 
know what may be the sense of the Senate on 
this subject. I know the hour is late, and this is 
not the proper time to discuss questions at length, 
properly and understandingly. I hardly presume 
we can come to any distinct vote on the question; 
but I should like to have an opportunity to reply 
to some of the statements of the distinguished 


You have none of 


| Senator from Michigan. I think he has retreated 


from some of his first positions. 

Mr, HOUSTON. Mr. President, I did not 
wish to occupy any portion of the time of the 
Senate, to-night, about this matter; but the sub- 
ject is so novel, it is sprung upon us so suddenly, 


/and is a measure of so much importance, urged 
| without an opportunity for investigation or ob- 
| taining information in relation to it, that I cannot 


vote for it. 
this course. 

In the first place it has come forward very un- 
expectedly, and I think it is very inappropos for 
us to undertake to decide in this sudden manner 
upon the increase of a most important branch of 
our Army. The proposition is to increase a par- 
ticular corps—to create a general, colonel, and 
other officers, but no men. I presume they are 
all to be detailed for separate commands. They 
are to have all the incidental advantages that an 
officer of the cavalry corps would have similarly 
circumstanced, as if more than one engineer would 


I will briefly give my reasons for 


| be employed in the construction of any work or 


the discharge of any duty appertaining to the 
corps. But, sir, when we have evidence that the 
corps is not at this time by any means deficient 


| in numbers, where there is in fact an excess of 


the corps, and its officers are employed in various 
civil employments throughout the country, we 
are called upon to increasé and double the present 
force of engineers. 

Mr. WELLER. It would hardly be right for 
me to allow thatgtatement to go out. The heads 
of the engineer department reports here that twen- 
ty-five more engineers are necessary for fortifi- 
cations now in progress of construction, without 
any reference to harbor improvements, but simply 


for nd urposes. . 
Mr. H USTON . If the Department with- 
draws the engineer officers from the custom- 
houses and other buildings, the erection of which 
hey are now supervising, I suppose you can 
make up the twenty-five; so that the corps is not 
lacking ae constitute it efficient. But the 
reason assigned by the gentleman from Tennessee 
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at West Poimt must be provided for. It will | 


never do to give them their education without 


the country has danger to apprehend from it. 
Our forefathers, who laid the corner-stone of our 


sroviding & commission for them! Sir, if that || liberty, upon which successive men of illustrious 


system is to be carried out, all the resources of | 
this Government will not be sufficient to support | 
your military establishment, but will fall far short | 
arit. If those men who are educated at i 
lic expense must have offices, | ask you, if Con- 


> 
he Army very largely ? 2 
But oan told, sir, that — hardships are 
attendant upon the officers of this corps, and that 
itisa wrong and an injury to them that they 


should retain their subordinate position. The 


ress will not hereafter have to legislate to increase 
corps has been improved in its condition, en-| 


jarzed in its capacity, and made much more | 


those gentlemen «who have been there for forty 
years, or a greater period, since they entered the 
service, has been improved; and if the corps has 
not been increased in numbers, if no advantages 
have resulted to it but such as then existed, these 
gentlemen would have no reason to complain of 
wrong or injury. They knew the corps was 
limited when they entered it. If officers have 
attained advancement, who have become distin- 
guished for science as well as capability to serve 
the country, and do not make way for others, it 
is very easy for them to remedy that difficulty; 
for all those who wish to be promoted have to 
do, is to appoint a retiring board for the Army as 
was done for the Navy, and adopt the same rule 
of proceeding by placing juniors on it, and they 
will drop these gentlemen from the list, or retire 
them on a pension list, and those panting for pro- | 
motion will have nothing to complain of. I would 
recommend the adoption of that course to get rid 
of gentlemen who have become superannuated in | 
the Army, and have high claims to national con- 
fidence. 

I can see no reason for the increase of this mil- | 
itary corps. Why should you, at this session, | 
on the spur of the occasion, make an increase of 
the engineer compa by appointing one brigadier 
general, one colonel, two lieutenant colonels, 
four majors, and ten captains? Of course there | 








are to be none below captains, no lieutenants; all 
are to be officers of a respectable grade. At the 
next session of Congress we shall be called upon 
to increase the topographical corps; and they will 
become so very respectable and disproportionate 
to the infantry, the artillery, and the cavalry, 
that in succession you must increase those corps, 
and add to the officers; otherwise the Army will 
be disproportionate. Thus, in a short time, the 
Army will become one of the most important— 
not arms, but heads of the Government, 

This is a subject which ought to be discussed 
in all its Te and practical bearings upon 
the country and upon our institutions. I am for 
maintaining a respectable army, sufficient for the 
exigencies of the country; but I am not for in- 
creasing the Army by little and littl—‘* many 
mickles make a muckle.’’ By and by it will be 
formidable, and you will find through all the 
ramifications % society an Army influence, and | 
you will never Near of the Army being reduced, 
though you may hear of it being increased at 
every session. Four regiments were added at the 
last session to the Army. What have they done ? 
How my millions have they cost the Govern- | 
ment? hat return do they bring to it? Have 
they brought glory, distinction, honor; or have 
they benefited the country in its political or social 
relations ? 

Here is a cloud in the horizon of our political 
existence that ought to be cared for; and we 
should ward off the storms that will come at'some 
period if we go on heedle3sly increasing the Arm 
until it becomes a most potent influence in this 
Government. Its march may be insidious for a 
time; it has no power yet to show the lion’s teeth; 
but we should guard against it, or the day will 
come when, if the fangs be not now drawn from 
the animal, it will be too potent to allow you to | 
extract them. It will have an influence in the 
councils of the Union, and have power to influ- 
ence the councils of the nation. ir no | 
usurper may rise to head the Army, and it may | 
seem to be sequestered abroad, there will be an in- | 
fluence reflected by the power that isin the Army. 

here will be the influence of men of character 
and position in society, sympathizing with its 


respectable than it was at first; the condition of 





character and genius have gradually erected the | 


temple of freedom in which we stand, apprehended 
the dangers of a standing army, and Sinaia 
their successors against its influence, andwarned 
them to beware of it. 
militia of our country for defense in time of 
trouble. Weare not to look to the regular army 
for illustrious achievements. We are to take men 
who have affections of home to which they can 
revert—men who will interpose their persons be- 
tween all that is sacred and dear to them and an 
invading enemy. They are the men who are to 
form the bulwark of li 
in defense of our institutions. 
mon sympathies with the community; they have 
common interests—they have a common feeling 
with the people; but men who are estranged from 
social relations with the world, who congregate 
and associate together in camps, lose the finer 
affections of the heart, become mercenary in their 


feelings, or sensual in their appetites, and lose |) 


that high-toned chivalry to which alone we are 


to look for defense. We must look to the militia | 


of the country—the volunteer forces—to step for- 


ward in time of danger, and not the regulats. || 


They are not formed of the best materials. The 
men who pursue the ordinary avocations of life, 
with all the social endearments clustering around 
their hearts at home, who from high impulse of 
SS and the love of glory, and prompted 

y the recollection of ancestral deeds, are those 


on whom you must rely to step forward to de- | 
Itis to them I look; and I | 


fend your liberties. 
never will vote in time of peace, as long as I live, 
for an increase in the regular army. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to say some- 
thing on this question, but it is very evident, from 
the lateness of 


sary, [ will make a motion to postpone all prior 


Sir, we are to look to the | 


rty, and to stand forth | 
They have com- | 
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is, that the young men who are highly educated || members, codperating with its operations; and | ration of the city of Washington over the lower 
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| 
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Eastern Branch, or Navy-Yard bridge, and regu- 
lating travel on the upper Eastern Branch, or Ben- 


ning's bridge; 


An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, and for the repair 


|| of barracks and quarters, for the year ending 30th 


June, 1857; 

_ An act to fix the graduation period for lands 
in the Greensburg district, in the State of Lou- 
isiana; ° 

An act for the relief of John Tucker; 

An act for the relief of Rebecca Halsey, widow 
of Zephaniah Halsey, an officer of the Revolu- 
tion; 

An act for the relief of James Davidson, of Ken- 
tucky; 
An act for the relief of Nancy Bowenand Sarah 
Larrabee; 

An act for the relief of Franck Taylor; 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act re- 


|| quiring foreign regulations of commerce to be 


laid annually before Congress, approved August 
16, 1842,” and for other purposes; 

An act granting five years’ half pay to Mrs. 
Ann Turner, widow of Elbert Turner, deceased; 

An act granting a revolutionary pension to 
Sarah Blount; 

An act for the relief of Anthony Rankin, of 
Tennessee; 

An act for the relief of Brigadier General John 
B. Walbach, of the United States Army; 

An act for the relief of John H. Scranton and 
James M. Hunt, owners of the steamer Major 


'| Tompkins; 


the hour, that we cannot get a vote; | 
and as an executive session is absolutely neces- | 


orders, for the purpose of proceeding to the con- | 


sideration of executive business, 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I hope the gentle- 
man from Florida will not press his motion, until 
I offer a resolution which P think can be adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate furnish and 


deliver to eaclt of the Senators who have not already re- | 


| 


| 


ceived the.same, and pay for the same out of the contingent | 
fund of the Senate, such numbers and editions of such | 


books of a public character as were furnished to the mem- 
bers of the last Congress, under the joint resolution of Feb- 
ruary 23, 1854, and as were furnished under the resolution 
of the House of Representatives of June 20, 1854: Provided, 
That they be furnished at prices pot aan tor 
whieh they were heretofore supplied to such members: ind 
provided further, That such books shall be purchased, when- 
ever practicable, from the publishers. 


Mr. BAYARD. If an objection will prevent 
the consideration of that soielidhe I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason.) 
If objected to it will lie over: 

Mr: BELL, of Tennessee. 
House have receded from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate on the legislative 
bill; and I want this to be in the shape of the 
resolution of the House, and to place the new 
members of the Senate precisely on the same 
footing with those of the House. 

Mr. WILSON and others. 
receded from that. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. That is what I 
understand. The resolution will lie over, I sup- 
pose; and I can have it taken up on Monday 
morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tion lies over under the rules. . 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolutions, which 
had heretofore received the signature of the 
Speaker of the House: ; 

An act for the relief of Josiah S. Little; 

An act for the relief of Isaac Cook and others; 

An act granting a pension to Benjamin Berry, 
a soldier of the Revolution; ; 

An act supplementary to an act entitled ‘* An 
act to onload the several acts respecting copy- 
right,” approved February 3, 1831; _ 

An act for the relief of F. A. Cunningham, a 
paymaster of the United States ana 

An act to extend the jurisdiction of the corpo- 


The House has 


I understand the | 





| 


CC 








An act for the relief of John M. McIntosh; 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Jabez B. 
Rooker, deceased; 

An act granting a pension to Nancy M. Gun- 
sally, formerly widow of Lyman M. Richmond, 
deceased. ; 

An act for the relief of Adam D. Steuart, and 
of Alexander Randall, executors of Daniel Ran- 
dall; 

An act to authorize protection to be given to 
citizens of the United States who may discover 
deposits of guano; 

An act for the relief of Nathan M. Lowns- 
bury; 

An act for the relief of Eliza B. McNeill; 

An act for the relief of Francis Y. Gibbon and 
Francis X. Kelly; 

A resolution for the settlement of the accounts 
of Charles M. Strader and Edward P. Johnson, 
mail contractors; and 

A resolution for the relief of Mrs. Susan De- 
catur, widow of Commodore Stephen Decatur, 
late of the United States Navy. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cutiom, their Clerk, announced that 
they had passed Senate bill (No. 377) for the 
relief of Ambrose Lanfear, of Louisiana. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message also announced that the House 
disagreed to the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 315) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department during 
the fiscal year <a 30th June, 1857, asked for 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and had appointed as conferees on their 
part Messrs. Birtincuurst, Waker, and Sace. 

Mr. HUNTER moved that the Senate insist 
on its amendments, and to the conference 
asked for by the House. The motion was agreed 
to; and Messrs. Srvart, Cottamer, and Yurer, 
were appointed managers at the conference, wn 
the part of the Senate. . 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. YULEE. I desire to report, from the 
Committee on the .Post Office and Post Roads, 
the bill (H. R. No. 568) to establish certain post 
roads, in order that it may go back to the House 
with amendments. The committee have offered 
some amendments—very few. I ask that the bill 
may be acted on atonce, so as to reach the House 
in time to be enrolled. It is a very heavy bill, 
and will require no time for its consideration, but 
will take a long time to be enrolled. In fact, it 
is not necessary to read the amendments. They 
are nothing but the establishment of routes, 
There is no legislation in the bill but the estab- 
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lishment of post routes. I move thatthe amend- 
ments of the committee be adopted. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, 
as in Committee of the Whole, to consider the 
bill. J 

Mr. PUGH. I move that its reading at length 
be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. The amendments 
of the committee were agreed to. The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in*’Committee of the Whole were 
concurred in, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and the bill to be read a third time. 
It was read the third time, and passed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cu.tom, their Clerk, announced that the 
House of Representatives further insisted on their 
amendment to the amendment of the Senate, dis- 
agreed to by the Senate, and agreed to the further 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 153) making 
appropriations for the rr of the Army for 
the year ending 30th of June, 1857; and had 
appointed Messrs. Gippines, Favikner, and 
ALLison, managers at the second conference on 
their part. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MALLORY. I move that the Senate now | 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason in 
in the chair.) There is a bill before the Senate, 
as the Chair understands—the supplementary 
Army appropriation bill. ° 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to make a remark 
in regard to that bill. I have been pressing it 
until I am entirely broken down. If the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of executive 
business it will be utterly impossible to act on 
that bill. I have been placed in the situation in 
which I am, by yielding to my friend from Vir- 
rinia, to allow him to press other bills, until now 
T fear it will be impossible to obtain any action 
on this bill which, in my judgment, contains 


to propose, which have been sent by the Secre- 
tary of War to the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
and by him turned over to me. I desire to offer 
them. There are many of them important. If 
the Senate now go into executive session it will 


be utterly impossible for me to get up that bill || 


again. 

Mr. MALLORY. I make the motion to go | 
into executive session. In reply to the remarks | 
of the Senator from California, I will say, that if 


appropriation bills, we can proceed again to their 
consideration. An executive session 1s necessary | 
now, and we shall certainly want two more be- | 
fore we adjourn. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I trust this motion will not | 
be adopted by the Senate. I have made, I know | 
not how many, ineffectual attempts to get at the 
bills from the House on the Private Calendar. 
There are some seventy or eighty of them; and | 
if they are not passed to-night there is no possi- | 
bility of their becoming laws during this session 
of Congress. I believe the greater portion of | 
them will not lead to discussion at all. Most of | 
them are just and equitable, and I believe will be | 
attended with no objection. I regret, very much, | 
to oppose the’ motion of the Senator from Florida. | 
This is the last effort I shall make. The House | 
have treated us with great courtesy. They have | 
acted on every bill we have sent from the Senate | 
of a private character. We have acted on none of | 
their private bills. 

Mr. WADE. Thope that the suggestion of 
the Senator from Louisiana will prevail. 1 know 
there are many private bills for the payment of 
small amounts, about which there can be no dis- 
pute, and they ought to be acted upon. I believe 
it might be done in the course of an hour. In | 
that time we might run through the House bills 
to which there is no objection, and I think we | 
ought to do it. I hope we shall not go into ex- | 
ecutive session, but proceed to the consideration | 
of those private bills. 
My, 


ALLORY. I suppose not more than an | 
hour will be necessary for an executive session. | 


THE 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Before the question is || 


| Clayton, Crittenden, Fish, Geyer, Houston, A 


| should begin to discuss at once. 
|| making appropriation for the transportation of | 





|| an executive session. 
|| that bill. 


taken on the motion of the Senator from Florida, 
I wish to add the expression of my earnest hope 


myself with an executive session. It will not last 
more than half an hour. I have waited patiently 


for the proper time to make the motion, in order | 
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| ceeded to the consideration of executive busi, 


that the business of other Senators might not be || 


interfered with; and I hope it will prevail now, | 
because this is the time when that business must | 
I wish to have an executive ses- | 


be transacted. 
sion for the purpose of enabling me to offer an 


amendment to the bill of the Senator from Cali- || 


fornia, which is now the last appropriation bill 
before the Senate. 


shall be indulged in it. We must have a quorum 


of Senators present to transact that kind of busi- | 
ness. Ordinary legislative business can be done | 
with even less than a quorum by the Senate, not | 


being very particular at this time of night. 
-Mr. PEARCE. 


at night. 


The executive session cannot | 
possibly take more than half an hour. I hope we | 


It is now past twelve o’clock | 
I have charge of one of the general ap- | 
propriation bills not yet reported to the Senate, | 
which ought to be reported and acted upon, and | 
which I think it is likely will give rise to some | 


debate, and which it is proper, therefore, we | 


the United States mails by ocean steamers during 
the next fiscal year. It ought to be acted on now. 
As for private i 

on the Calendar. We can take them up at the 
next session. They can wait. The general busi- 
ness of the country cannot wait. e must make 
appropriations for the support of the Government, 
or be derelict in our duty. I move, therefore, 
that the further consideration of the pending bill 


be postponed for the purpose of. 


he PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion | 


of the Senator from Florida is pending. 

Mr. MALLORY. That appropriation bill is 
certain to pass. We shall not be in executive 
session more than half an hour, and it is for busi- 
ness which, if not done now, cannot be done at 


1D | all during the session. 
many important provisions. I have amendments | 


Mr. PEARCE. We shall not probably have 


| a quorum here for half an hour longer, if we now 
| have an executive session, as very few gentlemen | 


take an interest in that business of the Senate. 


| The result will be that we shall find ourselves, 


before long, without a quorum, during the consid- 
eration of an important public bill, or perhaps we 
shall fail to carry it because there is not a quorum. 
I know that objection will be made to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on postponing the prior orders for the purpose 


| of proceeding to the consideration of executive 
Pp Ss 


we find in executive session that we are occupy- || business 


ing too much time, to the exclusion of the general || 


Mr. PEARCE. Cannot we separate the mo- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first mo- 
tion is to postpone the bill before the Senate, 
with the object of going into executive session. 

Mr. MALLORY. I would not move to post- 
pone the bill of the Senator from California for 
I do not wish to displace 


Mr. STUART. By unanimous consent the 
motion for an executive session can be made so 
as to let the bill stand as it is. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is it in order for me now to 
move to lay the supplementary Army bill on the 
table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state to the Senator from Delaware, that 
there is a pending motion on that bill. 

. Mr. BAYARD. Does not the motion to lay 
on the table take precedence ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to go into executive session. 

The question being taken on a division, there 
were—ayes 16, noes 14; no quorum voting. + 


Mr. MALLORY called forthe yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. WADE. I move that we adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
on the motion for an executive session, resulted 
—yeas 18, nays 17; us follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Brodhead, 
Butler, Collamer, Foster, Iverson, Jones of lowa, Mallory, 


Mason, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Stuart, Thomsun of New 
Jersey, Toombs, Wade, and Yulee—18. 


It is the bill | 


ills, they do not lose their place | 











| tion bill. 





August 16, 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bigler, Bright, (9, 
. Unter, Jane. 
Jones of Tennessee, Pearce, Pratt, Slidell, Amery Wen” 


| 17. 
that the Senate will indulge that gentleman and || 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 


less; 


and after some time spent therein, the doors were 


reopened. 
MAIL STEAMER BILL. 
Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on fj. 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No 
316) making Yoh acm for the transportation 
of the United tates mail re: ocean steamers for 
the year ending June 30, 1857, reported it with. 
out amendment. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 


| by Mr. Cutxiom, their Clerk, announced that the 
| House insisted on its disagreement to the 21st, 


and receded from its disagreement to the 7th, 20th, 
and 30th amendments of the Senate to the }jji 


| (H. R. No. 202) making appropriations for the 


legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1857. ' 

Also, that.the House concurred in the amend. 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. No. 568) to 
establish certain post roads, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLAY. [rise to make a report from a 
committee of conference on the Army appropria- 
The committee of conference on the 
part of the Senate have met the committee on the 
part of the House, on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment to the bill (H.R. 
No. 153) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year ending 30th June, 1857, 
and, after a full and free conference, have been 
unable to come to any agreement; and your com- 
mittee recommend that the Senate insist on its 
amendment, and they ask to be discharged. 

Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. Agreeing to the report will not 
preclude us from asking for another conference? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly not. 
The question is on insisting on the iiketnatest 
of the Senate, and discharging the committee of 
conference. 

Mr. GEYER. We propose to insist, and send 
the bill to the House with that vote of the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to inquire whether this 
is the third committee of conference ? 

Mr. CLAY. It is the second. — 

The.question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, 
Brodhead, Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Geyer, Houston, 
Hunter, Iverson, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mal- 
lory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, and Yulee—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Collamer, Durkee, Fish, Foster, Hale, 
Harlan, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—10. 

So the committee were discharged; and the 
Senate insisted on its amendment. 


TREATY WITH SEMINOLES AND CREEKS. 


Mr. WADE. I move that we proceed to thé 
consideration of private bills of the House, to 
which there is no objection. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to introduce a bill to carry out the treaty just 
ratified ? 

Mr. WADE. If the Senator will renew my 
motion, | will yield to him. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WADE. Very well. . 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 1 ask leave to introduce 
a bill to carry out the treaty which we ratified in 
executive session a few minutes since. 

There being no objection, leave was granted; 
and the bill (S. No. 462) for fulfilling the stipula- 
tions of the treaty with the Creek and Seminole 
Indians, of August 16, 1856, was read twice by 
its title, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senate is aware of 
the object of the bill. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HUNTER. I desire to ask the Senate to 
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The Secretary read, as follows: 
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The PRES + pro tempore. he Chair |} vouchers for the payment have been suspended at the Treas- || ¢} h iori A ican merchants in 
: ive - || that the superiority of Americ an 
will state that there is business before the Senate || ury for want of an appropriation. The amount of them is | steams navization hee been successfelly estab 
shicl t first be disposed of. Bef tl - || $10,590 60, which I request may be appropriated, so that | ne Be ; y 
. eS Dee eee ree ee ; || lished. . It is k Iso, that it could not have 
. n be made, some disposition must be mad the officers who made the payment may be relieved from || UShed. . 18 KNOWN aiso, that it could é 
a uon can i Pp : ade || charge, on this account, on the books of the Treasury. been done, and that it cannot be maintained, with- 
. of the bill (S. No. 427) a ee before The two memorials of the Legislature are herewith re- || out this allowance. 
he the executive session, making additional appro- || turned. : “ 
he riations for the support of the Arm ” Very respectfully, your obedient servant If this were a new and an open question, per 
P PEARCE I tie a y bi 1 JEFF’N DAVIS, haps the policy of encouraging navigatiogypn the 
R. ~ - [move to lay that bill on the Secretary of War. ocean by steam vessels might be a subject of 
rt table, 4 : oe = : : 
> : -|| Hon. Joun A. Quitman, Chairman Committee on Military || debate; but it is, like all measures of protection, 
mp ; Mr. ee On that question I ask for ||  agairs, House of Representatives. || one in which protection on our part e rendered 
en the yeas and nays. ; er ae 
‘ . Mr. BAYARD. I move to postpone the further || necessary by the protection afforded by foreign 
<4 The awe d fo ie roe ordered; and being consideration of this bill until the fourth Monday Powers. he British Government pays the Cu- 
ad taken, resulted as follows: i ; . || nard steamers upon a scale sufficient to maintain 
ev : A in December next. The Senate has barely a quo I TLC LE ! 
eS ee Biggs, Brien, Wyeeeend, Cele rum here, and the members are jaded down very | them, but not sufficient to maintain them against 
rs: mer, Url ( > 3: 1 a son <a * *.° > . : . 
; Pratt, Reid, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, and || much. We have a great deal of other business || the competition of the Collins line, which has 
Trumbull—17. todo. The country will not suffer from the non- been attained successfully by means of the extra 
ot _NAYS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Bigler, Clay, Dur- | passage of this bill now. Any alteration in the | allowance which it is now proposed to stop. 
eF tiny Piah, Bene Son aetna wali Tene es numbers of the Army, or in its regulations, ought || While this superiority, and the advantages con- 
Me ee Sta . . 9 = = - . ° ° <n 
i Kentucky, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Yulee—19. - ws the subject of more deliberate consideration. ners upon it, ie os 7 a Unitec aed 
¢ 2 think that 1s the proper course to take in refer- || 1t 18 Known equally we 1at the proprietors oO 
of So the amendment was not agreed to. ; ence to this bill and folie the motion to post- | these steamships have never received any profits 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tenpore. The question pone. || or dividends from their operations, notwithstand- 
- is on the ———— of the Senator from Penn- Mr. WELLER. Weare nearly through with || ing the liberal allowance which has been made. 
om sylvania [Mr. Bropueap] to strike out of the || tne pill. I hope we shall be able to dispose of it || It follows, therefore, that if the notice proposed 
us ninth section the proviso proposing to increase || j, 4 very few minutes. || by the House shall be given, and this aid shall 
the number of officers of the engineer corps of The question being taken, there were, on a || be withdrawn, the proprietors of that line must ee 
3 the Arm ° ‘ division—ayes 17, noes 13; no quorum voting. either continue, at a great loss, to afford to the 
m Mr. STUART. I desire to have the yeas and Mr. WADE. I move thatthe Senate adjourn, || public the great a they have heretofore 
nays on that amendment, because, if the Senate (twenty minutes to two o’clock, a. m.) afforded, or they must discontinue their opera- : 
ht, decides to reject what the Senator from Pennsyl- Mr. MASON. I ask for the yeasand nays on || tions altogether. { 
“4 vania moves to strike out, I shall propose to || jhe motion. | I do not know what the result will be. It is f 
ll, -— out the nue of the meenee ao The yeas and nays were ordered; and being || Said that the ocean will be navigated, and the 
Yi, le yeas an “allio were ordered; and being || taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 24; as follows: same speed attained at a less costtous. I am a 3 
le, taken, resulted as follows: YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Durkee, Foster, Hale, Harlan informed, and believe, that this is erroneous; that ie 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, || Pratt, Pugh, Seward, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, || the attaining of a day’s superiority in a voyage t ; 
he reg oss Ag SS re ~% F > ar- || Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—13. ‘| across the ocean is accompanied y an outlay ep 
a Sere? s wa, Mason, fF earce, NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Big- | ; 
Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, Trum- || jer, Brodhead, Clay, Crittenden, Dodge, Fish, Geyer, | and expense measured % tens ie nes of ; 
bull, Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—26. Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Ten’ || dollars for every voyage. Not only the mac ex 4 i 
" NAYS—Messrs. Foster, Geyer, Mallor;, Sebastian, Sew- || nessee, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, || must be superior, but the amount of coal whic » s 
ard, Stuart, Toombs, and Weller—8. Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, and Weller—24. is consumed, and the superior discipline, skill, hie 
7 So the amendment was agreed to. So the Senate refused to adjourn. competency, and attention of the engineers and be 
w Mr. WELLER. I offer the following amend- Mr. BAYARD. Iask that the yeas and nays | ersons employed —— “ ay ense biect : Hy 
st ment: be taken on my motion. There was no quorum | eer eo 6 oa . t eros en b | 
For pay and commuted allowance of six companies of || voting, and I have a right to have the yeas and || Pefore it, and heretofore the Administra 
y voluntvete called into the service of the United States in || nays been avers 2 favor me eee of See 
New Mexico in the year 1855 by Brigadier General Gar- . <8) eet _ || uing this extra allowance. lam not aware that 
land, and for forage, transportation, oa et ae d et ne they have now recommended this notice to be a 
Pee in) Sak Sacheneee: expeuaes, Sc., BICt 20m ere : i} gi If so, I think there is reason for it, and a 
For the expenses of a spy company called into the ser- Mr. ADAMS. I move to lay the bill on the || 8'V€"- ** 80, ’ 
- vice of the United States in New Mexico in 1854 by Briga- || table. in Hieu of the motion to postpone, with a || reason honorable to them, and honorable to the 
dier General Garland, $10,590 60. UR ss country. 7 ‘ 
in 4 view to take up the ocean steamer bill. My mo- : a ith di . 
Perhaps I had better send to the Clerk’s desk || tion will cut off debate. || It is known that this line has met with « pense 
i; a letter of the Secretary of War explaining this The motion was agreed to; and the bill was | which have orerenaeate ~ pene - grief, 5 
ve matter, I do not like to see so large an amount ordered to lie on the table. too deep and too sacred to be spoken of here, an fh 
le appropriated without understanding what it is. been to the proprietors sources of embarrassment 
y he Secretary commenced to read the letter. MAIL STEAMER BILL. and loss. Still, and notwithstanding the fact, that ae 
e Mr. PUGH. I move to dispense with the On motion of IMr. PEARCE, the Senate, as in || the principal proprietor, Mr. Collins, has been : 
reading. Let the Senator from California tell us || Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider || bereaved of nearly his whole family, and been eT 
of what it is. It is too late in the session to be || the bill (H. R. No. 316) making appropriations | shocked in the transaction of all his business us 
ry ore for the transportation of the United States mail || affairs by the disaster’of last year—the loss of a a 
it Mr, WELLER. The amendment itself states || by ocean steamers, and otherwise, during the || vessel of great value and great power—he imme- fi ‘ 
d what it is—for six companies of troops ¢alled out || fiscal year ending 30th of June, 1857. || diately applied himself to the construction of a Qa 
by General Garland. The letter is not along one. Mr. SEWARD. Are there no amendments || new steamer,which will not ote be equal in speed | 
Mr. PUGH. We have had a dozen letters || from the Committee on Finance ? to that which was lost, but which will be supe- ne 
read here. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No sir. rior to oor vessel that has ever yet navigated the ou 
0 . wie CRITTENDEN. I wanttohear it. Let Mr. SEWARD. I move to strike out the pro- || ocean. e was driven to this also by the enter- 


viso directing the notice to be given for the term- 
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steamer larger in dimensions than was ever be- | run ten months in the year, 


fore known to traverse the ocean, and which has 
since been put om the British line, and is now in 
communication between the two countries. Re- 


lying on the continuance of the resources which | 


had been afforded to him, Mr. Collins is.about, 


, as Lunderstand, to bring out the Adriatic, a vessel 


which he confidently anticipates will be superior 
to the Persia, the new British vessel, and will 
outstrip her in navigation as much as she out- 
strips the other vessels with which sheis brought 
in competition. In this preparation to execute 
the contract in good faith on his part, and give to 
the country the advantage of dispatch of mails 
and dispatch of passengers, he has expended the 
sum of a million of dollars or thereabouts. The 


|| sent for two months by sailing vessels, the result 


| 
| 


r itary stations. 


| of which is that there is literally no mail during 
'the months of August and September. It is a 
| very iniportant mail to a large town in my State, 
| where the Government has two large fortifica- 
| tions, a district court, a custom-house, and mil- 
It is rather singular that they 


and the mails are 


| 
| 


|| should have but two mails a month for most of | 


| the 


ear, and fortwo months 7 any. Ido 
| not 


now any proposition for a mail that strikes 


|me as more commanding the attention of Con- | 


| gress than this. 


If this amendment will endan- | 


| 
| 


'| ger the bill, of course I will not insist on it; but | 
| 1 bring the facts tothe attention of the Senate, | 
| After the joint resolution had passed the Senate. | 


Adriatic cost, as I understand, about a million | 


of dollars. ,Under these circumstances, so pe- 
culiarly eee and discouraging, this ex- 
penditure has been made. I hope they will com- 
mend themselves to the country and to the Sen- 
ate. I believe that, when Congress enters into 


a contract with one or more of the citizens of | 
‘| The amendment was rejected. 
consistency in carrying out that contract on the | 
side of the Gevernment is sound policy. As | 


the United States to accomplish a great object, 


Congress has already attained the advantages 
which it desired by this contract, it would be ca- 
yricious now, under the circumstances which I 
hace mentioned, to discontinue it. Congress will 
find that it can rely on the enterprise, and upon 
the publie spirit, and upen the capital of the 
country to come to its aid, if it shall at all times 
observe perfeet good faith, and deal with liberal- 
ity toWirds those who engage in its service. 


These are the considerations on which I have | 


meade the motion to strike out this proviso. 

Mr. YULEE. Though I should like to be heard 
on this question, I am unwilling to detain the Sen- 
ate if they desire to proceed to a vote. 


‘time when this extra compensation was given. | 


| 


The question being taken, resulted—yers 9, | 


nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Bayard 
lan, Jones of Lowa, Seward, Stuart, and Wade—9. 
NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Big- 
ler, Bright, Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Durkee, Geyer, 
Houston, 


—26. 


So the motion to strike out was not agreed to. | 
I do not know whether it will || 


Mr. YULEE. 
be the sense of the Senate to adopt any amend- 
ment. 
position of the Senate. The Senate passed, some 


Brodhead, Foster, Hale, Har- | 


lunter, Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, | 
Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, || 
Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Trumbull, and Yulee || 


I offer one, however, as a test of the dis- | 


time ago, a joint resolution, authorizing the Post- | 


master General to provide for mail service in || 


August and September between Charleston and | 


Havana. 


The contract now is for running ten || 


months instead of twelve. In consequence of the | 
passage through the Senate of that bill, the par- | 


ties have furnished a steamer, which is now in || 


the service. As the joint resolution is lying on 
the Speaker’s table in the House, and is not likely 
to be reached, the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads have authorized me to offer as 
an amendment the same provision which passed 
through the Senate. é 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will not 
— any amendments on this bill. 

tter take it as it is, and pass it. 
to make amendments. 

Mr. YULEE. [am only performing my duty. 

Mr. ADAMS. However willing I might be to 
make an amendment under other circumstances, 
I am convinced that an amendment now will 


It is too late 


We had | 


the contractor, supposing that it would pass the | 
She has | 


House, sent a steamer on the voyage. 
gone on one trip to Havana, and has not returned. 


As I have before said, if the Senate think this | 
amendment will endanger the bill, I will not insist | 
‘on it; but I trust to get the appropriation here- 


after. 


Mr. YULEE. Assuming it to be the sense of | 


the Senate that no amendment shall be made to 
this bill, I will not offer further amendments. 


| The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment; and the question*was stated to be | 


on ordering it to a third reading. ; 
Mr. STUART. I am not going to detain the 


Senate at this late hour of the night. I have voted | 


two or three times for an adjournment, and shall 


continue to do it as often as any gentleman makes | 
I donot know that I may not under || 
certain circumstances be induced to make it my- | 
| self; but I will in a very short time state the rea- | 


the motion. 

| sons why I shall vote against this bill: 
I was in the other branch of Congress at the 
I voted for it. 
state. 


| cers, was incrusted with an’ impenetrable shell, 


that there was no such thing as constructing a 
naval vessel which was worth the lumber that 
| had been put.into her. Year after year large sums 
| of money, millions, were buried§ as I thought, in | 
Just as often asa vessel started it was | 
reported that she was the perfection of human | 


that way. 


ingenuity in naval architecture, and yet she soon 
proved to be a failure. 


cept by inducing private enterprise to come into 
the arena, and show this Government how to 
build ships. 
accomplished. Very great improvements have 
been made, but vast improvements yet remain to 
be made, in my opinion. 


| ing deference, because my experience in such 


| matters is not great,) that very great improve- | 
|| ments are yet to be made before naval architect- 


| ure will come up to what the times demand. 


| But, sir, I think that great benefit has accrued to 
the country—very much more than has coe 
am 


for extra compensation to these steamers. 
satisfied, on a careful examination of this case 


made at the last Congress, that there has never 
| been a fair account between the company and the 
It was shown beyond 
all dispute to me, that a very considerable por- 
| tion of the mail money which was received from 


Post Office Department. 


I give it, with great 
|| respect, as my opinion, (and I speak with becom- 





I had more than one purpose in | 
| doing so; but I had a leading motive, which I will | 
I had seen for some years that the Navy | 
| Department, surrounded as it was by naval offi- | 


There seemed to be no | 
way in the world of breaking up this system ex- 


. ° | 
To a certain extent this has been | 
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ing the structure and speed of vessels, machiner 
and everything else, to the highest point of me 
ticable speed that is safe. My objection is thee 
the vessel which is under construction new fe 
this company will attain that object. | hee 
no doubt it will excel any. other vessel that hag 
ever been constructed. 1 think that giving ;), 
notice to the company now isan implied cop. 
demnation of their action. It is an fe re public 
opinion that the efforts of the company, in this 
respect, are to be a failure. I believe that opin. 
ion to be wrong. 1 believe they will succeed. — ] 
believe there ought to bea full opportunity to per. 
mit their success; and for that reason Lam against 
the proposition. 

There is one other reason which [ shall state 
that does not weigh especially as a public coy. 
sideration, although to a certain extent it induces 
me, as an individual, to carry out what | consider 
to be fairand just. I allude to the domestic losses 
that have occurred to one of the members of this 
company. His ambition, I know, is involved jy 
the success of this enterprise. He considers | 
the chief object of his life to put a vessel afloat, 
that in consequence of its construction and ma- 


| chinery will excel any vessel the Cunard line has 


been able to bring out, not excepting the cele. 
brated Persia. hen he is waked down with 
these domestic afflictions—when the only thine 
which seems to buoy him up is this feeling of 
ambition which he entertains, it is an additional 
inducement to me, representing in part the United 
States, to be fair, just, and, if need be, evert gen. 
erous. 

In consequence of these views, I was com- 
pelled of course to disagree with the recommend- 
ation of the Committee on Finance. In conse. 


||.quence of these views I am compelled to vote 


against the bill containing the notice. I[ have 
voted to strike it out. I believe it is wrong. | 
fee] bound to add, that in my opinion influences 
have been brought to bear on this subject, of 
which we shall feel the result at another session 
of Congress—influences purely personal, and not 
very commendable in their character on the part 
of Pe individuals—men who, since this line has 
broken the ice, established what can be done, 
demonstrated the practicability and success of the 
enterprise, are now disposed to come in, and not 
only participate in this suecess, but pocket large 
sums of money without rendering any equivalent 
to the country. [am bound to declare, that in my 
opinion the present condition of things at this 
time has been in a considerable degree produced 
in that way. I should be opposed to making any 
other contract of this kind with anybody; I should 
be opposed to extending this contract with the 
same individuals. I am entirely in favor, if I 
understand it, of the principle of the bill reported 
by the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads early in this session, which opens the 
whole subject of mail transportation by the ocean 
to fair, full, and complete competition. That | 
understand to be the effect of that bill. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Cotiamer] understands 
it fully, and will correct me if lamwrong. That 
I am in favor of as an abstract and original prin- 
ciple, but I am against the motive which has 
brought about this action, come from whom 
it may, and for whose benefit soever it may be 
designed. 
Now, sir, with every disposition to facilitate 
the business of the session, I shall not detain the 
Senate. I think that what I have said entirely 


etl ame lee te tt tn a a a ae 


this line has never been credited to it at all; so 
endanger the bill, and I shall therefore vote || that the statement which has been presented as 
. mst it. | showing to the country the receipts and expenses 


he amendment was read. It is to insert as a || of the concern is erroneous and improper. 
hew section: 


Having entered upon the contraet, so faras my 
And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General || own action is concerned, I have always been dis- 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to continue 


" , posed to continue it to the end undisturbed. I 

Sec toiae De aa a ant Dictaion ak | thought it was fair, honest, and just; I still think 
the expiration of the present contract term, the 30th of June, || 80-_ 1 know that very great prejudice has been 
1850, by a competent steamer, as is now required, ten || excited in the country, from time to time, on this 
ate The annual expense there- || subject. I know that the people have been ad- 
aadimeesetsanignnin satan | dressed from the stump upon it, and mainly, I 
Mr. MALLORY. I do not wish to risk the || believe, so far as I have ever heard, by persons 
loss of the bill by this amendment. I wish || who did: not understand an yen about it. I 
briefly to say, not that I rd this as very im- | have stated that I thought the extra compensa- 
portant, but Congress has heretofore made this || tion was properly granted. In relation to its con- 
provision for carrying the mail from Charleston, || tinuance, I have always been against giving the 
touching at Savannah and Key West, to Havana || notice. At this particular time I think the rea- 
and back, wae ar ae The contract existing || sons are stronger against it than they ever were 
with the owners of the Isabel allows her to || before. I think thecountry is interested in bring- 


explains my own position on the subject, and 
that is all I design or desire to do. 

Mr. SEWARD. Some days ago, the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware, iM CriayTon,] st 
the request of Mr. Vanderbilt, of the city of New 
York, introduced a bill authorizing the Postmaster 
General to contract with him for carrying the 
mail to Southampton in a vessel which had cost 
$800,000, which he believes (and he is a very 
competent judge of such a subject) will pore 
any other steamer that has been on the ocean. 
had understood that that bill, it being too late to 
press it as a separate measure, would be offered 
as an amendment to this bill by that Senator, 
or by sdme other person. I declined to offer 
it for the simple reason that, in offering it, [ 
should bring myself into conflict with the views 
which I had just now expressed in favor of cou- 
tinuing the contract with the Collins line; but the 
Senate, as well as the House of Representatives, 
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havil . : 
ined to give the notice, no reason exists why | | 


ghould not now press the project of Mr. Vander- 1 


pilt, and invite the attention of the Senate to it. 


] therefore beg leave to introduce the first section 
of that bill as an amendment to the bill now before 
the Senate. I haveno doubt Mr. Vanderbilt will | 
fulfill every word that he has promised. 
The amendment is: 
And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
is hereby authorized and directed, on behalf of the Govern- | 
ment of the United States, to enter into a contract with i 
Cornelius Vanderbilt, of New York, for the transporfation. | 
of the mails of the United States once a month between | 
New York and Southampton, forthe term of ten years from 
and after the passage of this act, the compensation for the 
cane to be $16,680 for each round trip: Provided, That the | 
said Cornelius Vanderbilt shall provide steamships for said | 
mail service of the first class, and to pass the inspection of 
the properly authorized inspectors of the Governinent ap- 
pointed for that purpose, with suitable mail rooms for the 
sate-keeping of mail matter: nd provided, secondly, That | 
the Government shall have the power to increase the same 
toa semi-monthly or weekly service, by giving reasonable | 
notice to the said Cornelius Vanderbilt: Ind provided, | 
thirdly, further, That the Government shall have the right | 
to demand of and appropriate to its own use, at any time, 
any or all the steamships used in said service, at a price to 
be fixed by the Secretary of the Nayy and said Vanderbilt, | 
and in case of disagreement the same to be determined by | 
valuation: nd provided, fourthly, further, That if at any | 
time hereafter the Governments of the United States and | 
Great Britain should agree to withhold from the owners of | 
al] steamships employed in transporting the mai!'s between | 
the two countries all compensation whatever, then in that | 
ease this contract shall be null and void. | 
| 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Toomss | 
in thechair.) Has this amendment been recom- | 
mended by a committee? 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is out of | 
order. 

Mr. YULEE.. It is proper that I should say | 
that the committee authorized me to offer a pro- 
vision of this nature, differing from the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York, but so far 
assimilating to it as to make it proper for me to | 
state the fact to the Senate. It was to authorize | 
a contract to be made with Cornelius Vanderbilt | 


to carry the mail once a month for four years 

Mr. SEWARD. If the honorable Senator will 
offer that, I will agree to it. 

Mr. YULEE. It contained the qualification, | 
that he should carry it once a month for ore | 
years, which would bring us to the end of the 
Collins contract, for $16,680 for the round trip, 





with a proviso giving the notice to Collins, which || 


is already in the bill, and with a further proviso 
authorizing the Postmaster General to extend his | 
trips further without increase of cost. I did not | 
offer it on account of the manifest indisposition | 
of the Senate to receive amendments. I merely | 
mention it. | 
Mr. ADAMS. On the proposition which is | 
suggested by the chairman oF the committee I 
wish to state a fact. There was an equal division 
of the committee. I consented—differing in opin- | 
ion with the chairman—that the amendment might | 
be proposed in its original form; but the Senator | 
having agreed that he would not offer it in conse- 
quence of the decision of the Senate on another 
proposition, I hold that he has no right to present | 
itnow. The fact that we have agreed on a dif- | 
ferent proposition does not justify the Senator | 
from New York in offering a proposition on the | 
same subject. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Toomss.) | 
The Chair understands that the Senator from | 
Florida does not offer any amendment. If there | 
be no further amendment offered, the question | 
will be on ordering the bill to a third reading. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I voted 
against giving the notice, because I observed that 
it was leading the way to another legislative con- 
tract. Tam notin the same category with the | 
Senator from Michigan,"| Mr. Srvart.] I voted | 
against the establishment of this line, and against’! 
the extra allowance. The object of’ giving thie | 
hotice now, it appears, is to make way for an- 
other legislative contract. I wish to declaré my | 
! 
} 





| 
| 


Opposition to thatalso. I wantall these contracts 
to terminate—to have no more ba ining on the 
part of Congress, but to leave’ this service as a 
geration of administration with the Executive | 
epartments, and confer on the Postmaster’ Gen- | 
eral authority to give'to the lowest bidder all that | 
we receive in the way of in ¢arrying the | 
mails between thigund Sictign ecannion 1 Beyond 
that I will not go. 


add ,¢ overruled me in that policy, and determ- i 





—_ 


Mr. MALLORY. I have alwaysvoted against ! continued on her vovage for six hundred miles in 
the extra allowance to the Collins line in every || safety. Why, sir, there isnot a naval sloop that 
shape in which it has been presented; and I ex- || we ever launched which would not any day stand 
pect always todo so. In the course of the dis- || a hundred such shocks without difficulty. The 
cussions which have taken place on the Collins || fatal result was in consequence of the lightness of 
line of steamers heretofore, | have heard some ; the structure of the Arctic. ‘In these steamships 
very strange Ce Rey started, and | hear them | everything like strength is sacrificed to speed. 











||*again insisted on to-night. Why,sir, this propo- || There is no deck on board these steamers that 


sition of Mr. Collins originated, not with the |, would sustain a battery fora moment. Every- 
United States. We did not seek asteam line, but |) thing is sacrificed for ‘speed, and they have at- 
he-and his associates came here with their offers || tained a high rate of speed , 
to build ships if we would give the money. They After these parties have had a monopoly of the 
did not propose to run across the Atlantic in any || service at $33,000 trip for four years, and a 
particular time, but to do the best they could. proposition is made to give the notice for the dis- 
Mr. BAYARD. I think the Senatoris entirely || continuanee of the additional allowance, objection 
misinformed. Whatever may be the form in || is made. My friend from Michigan does not 
which the law stands, I think the Government of | state why we should continue it. He does not 
the United States solicited these parties to enter || state how long he would desire the monopoly. 
into the contract. That is a matter susceptible || Why should we with any steamships have amo- 
of proof. nopoly of this kind? In the face of this comes 
Mr. MALLORY. My previous remarks on || one of the most experienced ship-owners, one of 
that subject when the compensation was sought | the most extensive steamboat owners, aman who 
to be increased, are on the record, and can be has given to steamboat enterprise as much im- 
found. The Senator from Delaware and myself |, pulse perhaps as any one in the world, and what 
at that time discussed this question. The Gov- || is his proposition? He tells you,“ I have three of 
ernment advanced the money with which to build |) the finest ships in the world, one justoff the stocks 
these ships, and they ran them at $19,300 a trip, || of five thosand tons burden; show me the short- 
for twenty trips a year, if | am not mistaken. I || est time in which the Collins ships ever crossed 
have not refreshed my memory; and it has been |) the Atlantic, and [ will undertake to cross it in 
some years since we discussed the question; but || shorter time.’’ That ishis first proposition. The 
I think | understand the facts. They were doing || next is, **You are giving the Collins line:$33,000 
very well as was supposed—certainly they had || a trip; I will agree to do it for $16,600 « trip.”’ 
acquired a great reputation, when they came to || Why does he propose that? Because $16,600 is 
Congress in 1852, produced their schedules before || the price given by the British Government to 
a committee of this body, and showed that they || the Cunard ships, and he knows he caf™lo the 
were losing money; and then (what appeared to || service at the same rate. Are we to refuse this 
me against common sense and the judgment of || proposition to make the trips in a shorter time, 
the entire country) we did not rescind the con- || and for a less amount, with a stipulation of a for- 
tract; we did not advertise it to the whole world || feiture of one half the price, when it is made by 
to come in and compete; we did not hold out this || one who we know has abundant means to make 
bribe to American industry, so much talked of || it good? . 1 should like to know on what ground 
here, to build fine ships; but we confined this || Wé can face our constituents if we are disposed to 
monopoly to the hands of the owners of the Col- || maintain this line, and say that, notwithstanding 
ling steamers, and increased their comperisation || this offer, we will maintain it in the hands of Mr. 
from $19,300 to $33,000 a trip, on an ex parte || Collins. Can we say that Mr. Vanderbilt is not 
statement, without one single governmental par- | 
ticle of inquiry into the matter. Has that con- || proposition was brought forward by my friend 
tinued long enough? ‘That was four years ago. || from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] last year, who said 
The Senator from Michigan talks about the || Mr. Vanderbilt*would give bonds in a million of 
excellence of these ships and the great good they |! dollars, it was said on the floor of the Senate 
have done to the Navy; and his judgment is that || that Mr. Vanderbilt had not'the ships. ‘That is 
the Navy never built a ship that was fit to go to || obviated; and he comes here with three steam- 
sea. I ask that Senator to look at our naval ships, || ships, two of two thousand tons, and one of five 
and point me out one that comes within his criti- || thousand tons, and offers to make a better con- 
cism. We can certainly appeal to our naval ships || tract than Collins made originally—to carry the 
as not only the finest in this country, but in the || mail to Europe for half the money you have been 


world, transcending a other ships on the face || paying to Collins, and in a shorter time. I 
of the earth for strength, 


for speed, for capacity || should like to know on what principle we can 
of carrying a battery, and victualing the crew. || refuse it? 
In fact, for all appliances and means of a man of || _ I vote to give the notice, not forthe purpose of 
war, there are no ships in the world that.can com- || making a legislative contract, as my friend from 
pare with them. That is universally acknowl- || Pennsylvania supposes, but on this principle, 
edged to be the fact. The reason is because we || that if Congress shall determine to maintain 
can build our ships from the kelson up with such || these ocean steamers, then I say, in the. present 
timber as we please from the native forest; but || condition of the ocean steam navigation, throw 
Great Britain and France, deficient in this grand || the service open to competition. Mr. Vander- 
material, are continually repairing and patching || bilt tells me, and I am authorized to say, he will 
up their old models. The recent magoificent || carry the mail in a shorter time than Collins. 
structures added to the British Navy are merely |) That is his proposition. I would treat the ocean 
old vessels repaired by putting new pieces in the || steam mail service like others—throw it open to 
middle. The reason for this is, that they have | competition. I do not say lwould vote for one, 
not the timber. Our ships on every sea are the || but I say if you are maintaining them, that is the 
admiration of the world. only way in which you cah maintain them, and 
It is not my purpose to disparage the Collins || give confidence to the people in maintaining them. 
steamships. Iam disposed to concede to them || Mr. Vanderbilt wants to cross the Atlantic; he 
their full merit. They have certainly acquired a || wants to establish an ocean line; but the United 
great rate of speed, and given to ships crossing || States have established a favorite line, giving 
the Atlantic a great degree of excellence; but Mr. |; $858,000 a year now, and no private enterprise on 
Collins-did not stipulate to cross the Atlantic in || the face of the earth, can compete between New 
any particular time. Hevragreed to build ships of || York and Liverpool, against a line receiving a 
a certain size. He built them larger, and crossed || bonus of $858,000 a year? Nobody else will ever 
the Atlantic in a shorter time than it was supposed || attempt it, while that enormous price is paid. 
he could. In relation to the capacity of these || Mr. BAYARD. Allow me to make a sugges- 
ships, | need only refer my friend from Michi- || tion. The Senate have voted to give the notice, 
gan to the loss of the Aretie—a most unfortu- || and there is no question now before us, but on 
nage loss. He will recollect that a little barque of |, ordering the bill to a third reading. 
one hundred and ninety tons ran into the Arctic,;) Mr. MALLORY. [know that. I was answer- 
and a little piece of the iren of the barque was ! ing a few remarks of the Senator from Michigan. 
actually left sticking between the top timbers of || I only wish to add that | voted for this notice, 
the Arctic, and she sunk in that condition. If || not because I am in favor of any special contract 
he will look at the newspapers of that time, he | atany future time. 
will fiid that, just about the same time,a similar || Mr. SEWARD. I desire to appeal from the 
accident happened to a common British steam Teng of the Chair, that my amendment is out 
merchant-ship off the coast of lreland, and she |! of order. 


i 
| 
| 
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able to perform what he promises? When the’ 


mony one a 


ohana 
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The question is, * Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate?’’ 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and 
was read a third time. On its passage, 

Mr. STUART called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 33, nays 2; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, 
Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Clay, Crittenden, Douglas 
Durkee, Foster, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of 
lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, 
Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, 
Weller, and Yulee—33. - 

NAYS—Messrs. Seward and Stuart—2. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. YULEE. Before the question is taken on 
the title of the bill, 1 beg the Senate to bear with 
me for two minutes, to make a few remarks, ren- 
dered necessary by what fell from the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. The intimation of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania was, that the proposition 
to give the notice to Mr. Collins had some ulte- 
rior object. Inasmuch as I had stated to the 


Senate that an amendment was in my hands | 


which involved a contract with Mr. Vanderbilt, 
I think it proper to state the ground on which it 
rested. It was a measure of economy which we 


tet Pome Originally, the contract with the Col- | 


ins line was for twenty trips a year 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the gentleman is going 
on when there is no question before us, I shall 
claim the privilege myself of showing that his 
grouMts are cielo § 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Florida is out of order, without unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Explanations are unneces- 
sary; we all understand the matter. 


REVENUE-CUTTER AT NEW YORK. 


During the consideration of the mail steamer || },. -ead again 


a en bill, a message was received from 
the House of Representatives, by Mr. Cutiom, 


their Clerk, announcing that they had passed a || 


Os 


bill (H. R. No. 


cutter, for the purpose of affording relief to dis- 
tressed vessels, their passengers and crews. 
Mr. SEWARD. if there be no objection, I 
should like to have that bill considered now. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I object.- 
Mr. SEWARD. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Finance. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires | 
unanimous consent, as there is a question pend- | 


ing. 
Mr. CLAY. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Curtom, their Clerk, announced that 
they had concurred in the amendment of the 
Senate to the House joint resolution (J. R. No. | 
26) giving an increased compensation to all labor- | 
ers in the employment of the legislative and ex- 
ecutive departments of the Government, in the | 
city of Washington. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message also announced that the House 
further insisted on their disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate, heretofore disagreed 
to by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 201) 
making appropriations for certain civil expenses 
of the Government, for the year ending the 30th | 
of June, 1856, asked for a second ciuicenes on | 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 
appointed Messrs. James H. Camppe.., Tuomas 
L. Harris, and J. Morrison Harris, managers 
at the conference on their part. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate fur- 
ther insisted on its amendments disagreed to by | 
the House, and agreed to the second conference 
asked for by the House, on the civil appropria- 
tion bill. essrs. Pearce, Srvarr, and Bay- 
ARD, were appointed the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 


CLERKS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WELLER. I offer the following resolu- 


tion: | i 


Restved, That the clerk of the Cdmmittee on Military 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Toomss.) || 


251) to authorize the President | 
of the United States to cause to be procured by || 
purchase or’ otherwise, a suitable steamer to be | 
stationed at the port of New York, as a revenue- || 


Affairs be paid since he has been so employed, in the same 
manner as the clerk of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does that resolution come 
from a committee, or is i* an individual* motion ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not | 
stated. It requires unanimous consent to con- 
sider the resolution now. , 

Mr. BAYARD. If the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs says it is necessary, I 
shall not object. 

Mr. BIGGS. There was a resolution from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, of the same 
character; which was referred to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses. I move to refer this 


| resolution to the seme committee. 


The motion was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 


| is before the Senate, and open to amendment. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. By the unanimous in- 
struction of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I 


| am instructed to offer an amendment to the reso- 
| lution before the Senate, so as to embrace the 
| clerk of that committee. 


Mr. CLAY. I object. I did not know that it 
could be offered without consent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 


| to amend the resolution by inserting the clerk of 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. The Chair 
rules that amendment in order. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. The sense of the com- 


| mittee is, that the services of the clerk are indis- 
| pensable to an efficient discharge of the duties of 


the committee. 


We 


We think it is important. 


have many cases now before the committee in- | 


The clerk 


volving claims requiring examination. 


' can be just as usefully employed during vacation 
| in the efficient discharge of duties such as he has 


been rendering up to this time, in preparing re- 


| ports and statistics. ; 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Thatis not the object of 


|| the original resolution. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. lIask that the resolution 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion is before the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to amend it by adding 
a provision authorizing the employment of the 
clerk of the Committee on the jediciery in the 
same manner. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is first on the amendment of the Senator from 


The resolu- 


| Arkansas. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Iask that the resolution 
be read. There seems to be some misconception 
of what its terms are. 

The Secretary again read the resolution of Mr. 
WELLER. 

Mr. STUART. I desire to understand, if I 
can, the a and effect of that resolution. There 
was a resolution passed at the beginning of the 
session, authorizing the committees to employ 
clerks, and their pay is fixed at six dollars a day. 
Will any body tell me what it means to pay the 
clerk of the Committee on Military Affairs in the 
same way that the clerk of the Claims Commit- 
tee is paid? I wish to know the effect of that 
language. If we are in this blind way to eon- 
tinue the clerk during the recess of the Senate, let 
us know it; but do not let us talk about paying 
him in the same way as some other officer, be- 
cause it is simply to hand him over the six dol- 
lars a day for the whole year. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will explain the proposition 
which I offered, and, without hesitation, give 
the reasons for it. The amendment which I have 
offered is recommended by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and was-submitted to the Senate yes- 
terday, or the day before, as a separate resolution. 


|| The basis on which it is recommended is this: 


The Finance Committee and the Committee on 
Claims for many years have had their clerks con- 
tinued during the recess; we think the clerk of 
the Committee on the Judiciary might, with ben- 
efit, be continued during the recess. I have had 
very little individual knowledge of the clerk of 
the Judiciary Committee; I had nothing to do 
with his appointment, and, therefore, I do’ not 
speak of this as a matter of any personal interest 
on my part; but as a matter pertaining to the 
public business. I say that the experience of an 
officer on an important committee, where you have 
a changeable body like the Senate, is of immense 
importance to the new members coming into the 
body. This reason, of course, applies only to 


LOBE. 


coca ° : 
| the more important committees, 
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ee ae 


Yo a 
| expect that a responsible man, with - foun 
| fitted to fill such a post, can support himself a 
_ family on a salary of six dollars a day, paiq - 
| eight and a half.months in one year, and thres 
| months jn the next year. I think the experiey : 
| of an officer, qualified for the clerkship of c 
important committee of this body, is jus, of 
/such moment to that committee—particularly t 
| its new members, but also to its old ones in aoe 
| respects—as the experience of such a Secretary 
| of the Senate as-you have. Every member must 
| have seen this. I confine my remarks entirs|, 

to the more important committees, in whic, 
knowledge and experience are of great momen; 
in facilitating the labors of the committees, _}; i, 
on that basis, and on that basis alone, as far a: 
|my judgment is concerned, that I offered thi, 

proposition. I think the Committee on the Jy. 
diciary will have its future labors facilitated {,, 
_ the benefit of the Senate and country by contiy. 
uing its clerk. Having observed the course of 
| the present clerk, I am satisfied that he is com. 
| petent; I am satisfied that while he continues ty 

perform his duties as he has performed they 
every additional year will make him of greater 
value for the country. I think a man situate 
with a family, as he is, cannot live on the pay of 
| six dollars a day, one year out of two—makine 
it in fact only three dollars a day. continuously, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I wish to correct ths 
phraseology of the amendment which I offered tp 
the resolution of the Senator from California, | 
propose to make my amendment read in this way: 

That the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized tp 
continue their clerk at the same annual compensation as tip 
clerk of the Committee on Finance. 

My object is to ask for the continuance of the 
service of our clerk at less compensation than he 
is paid now. This rate annually is less than six 
écheen er diem. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
it is too late to object to the consideration of thes 
resolutions to-day ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is too law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then! wish to say afey 
words in reference to them. The manner in 
which they are brought before the Senate doe 
| not disclose at all their character. The payment 
to this clerk is to be ‘‘ the same as to the clerk of 
the Finance Committee.’’ If I remember rightly, 
but a few days ago a proposition was made 1 
| increase the pay of the clerk of the Finance Con: 
mittee because it was said to be necessary to have 
a person of superior ability, acquainted with the 
finances of the country, and to take an individual, 
poene, from some of the departments, and that 

e must be paidahigh price. That was assented 
to, perhaps properly. Now a proposition is 
made to pay these other clerks the same rate that 
is paid to the clerk of the Finance Committee. 
The Judiciary Committee proposed to retain their 
clerk during the recess. hat occasion is there 
for a clerk to the Judiciary Committee during the 
recess? Whathas heto do? Itis not pretended 
that he has anything to do; but the Senator from 
Delaware tells us he is not paid enough. Then 
raise his salary; state precisely what it is to be, 
and let us understand the matter I am not ft- 
miliar with the committees at all. I have never 
seen a committtee in session since I have beet 
here, and, of course, have very little knowledge 
of what their clerks do; but I understand that 
there is very great abuse in this system. I have 
been told that committees have clerks, which 40 
/not meet twice during the session; and some, | 

am told, that have never met during the whol: 
session, have a clerk. 

I am opposed to this whole practice. I do not 
mean to be understood as being opposed to allow- 
ing a clerk to any of the committees; but I am 
apeneet to the system of raising the salary of 8 
clerk of some important committee, and thet 
making that the lever by which to raise up the 
salary of the clerk of every unimportant commit 
tee, and perhaps of committees that need 10 
clerks. I would like to know how much is to be 
paid to these persons. I hope these amendments 
will not be adopted until we can have time ‘0 
understand how much is to be paid to these dif- 
ferent — under the resolution. J call for the 

eas and nays on its . 

: Mr. BRIGHT. It may be that here are com- 

mittees having clerks, which seldom, or neve! 
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geet, but they are few compared to the number 
of committees which we have. I will venture 
to say, that if there be such committees having 
clerks, the members of the committee, from the 
chairman down, find the clerks useful; that is to 
say, if those clerks are like the gentlemen whom 
| know. There are some clerks connected with 
the committees here with whom I have not a per- 
gonal acquaintance; but so far as my knowledge 
extends, the clerks are worthy, though poor men, 
and if they have families they have hard work 
to live on what they get. 1 am not in favor of 
« extras,’ but | am not for making war on clerks. 
[think, when committees have good clerks, who 
ure used by the members and the chairmen of the 
committees to do their corresponding and direct- | 
ing, and attend to their department business, they 
are worth all that we pay for them, not only to 
the committees, but to the country. It is money 
well spent to employ a good clerk to assist a com- 
mittee. When a committee has a good clerk, it 
ought to retain him. I am in favor of the resolu- 
tion, and I am willing to make it embrace every | 
committee. Tie 

Mr. BAYARD. I can have no reply to make to | 
the honorable Senator from Illinois, who chooses 
to depart entirely from the point which I made, 
and bring in an entirely irrelevant matter. I said 
nothing as to whether there were or were not 
abuses in reference to the employment of clerks 
by committees to whom no clerks are necessary. 
I spoke only of my own committee, and the res- 
olution which I had moved as an amendment. I | 
leave to other members to vindicate for their own 
committees the propriety of the application they 
make. 

I have been & member of the Committee on the | 
Judiciary for, I believe, three sessions, probably 
four; and I am perfectly satisfied that the com- 
mittee is of sufficient importance—that its duties 
are of sufficient magnitude, to require an expe- 
rienced clerk, who should be a permanent officer. 
I am equally satisfied that the sum you allow | 
him, if paid only during the sessions of Congress, 
will not support him.unless he is a single man. 
] think, therefore, there is nothing against the | 
interests of the country, nothing improper or | 
irregular in your employing him all the year, 
although the entire performance of his duties may 
not require his close attention for the whole year. 
He collects for us, as he has on former occasions, 
valuable information during the recess; but the 
great necessity for the continuance, as [ before- 
mentioned, is that he gains experience, which, 
if the honorable Senator from Illinois shall ever 
become a member of that committee, he will find 
is of great importance to a man who first comes 
as a new member on the committee. He will 
find that it facilitates his labors; and in facilita- 
ting his labors, it facilitates the action of the com- 
mittee, and the action of the Senate; and, there- 
fore, it is beneficial to legislation to have a com- 
petent clerk on yourcommittees. I said nothing 
of any other committee. I claim for the Com- 
mittee om the Judiciary that it is an important 
committee. I claim that it has a great deal of 
business to do, which requires experience and 
knowledge on the part of its clerk; and any 
member, who has ever been on it, will, | am sure, 
back me in the assertion that a clerk who is com- 

tent, with a knowledge of the laws, who knows 
10W to refer to them readily, and to recur to the | 
proceedings which took place previously in the 
committee, is of inestimable value. You cannot 
expect a steady, intelligent man to remain in that | 
position, and give you’the benefit of his expe- | 
rience, unless you pay him something more than | 
six dollars a day for nine months at the most in 
one year, and chine months in the other, which 
is six dollars a day for one year out of two, or 
three dollars a day continuously. 

I think the form in which the compensation is | 
raised is immaterial. 1 see no objection to giving 
& man six dollars a day during the year any more | 
tifhn to giving him a salary equal to that, though | 
he may not be actually employed the whole year. 

he object is to pay a competent sum: for the 
performance of this service. Though the clerk | 
may not be engaged the whole time in the per- 
formance of his services, he can render us valu- | 
able aid during the recess.. He has many facts, | 
#8 you know, sir, (Mr. Toomss in the chair,) | 
from your own experience, to collect in reference 
to contemplated amendments of the Jaws. 


+ 
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out their own case—is just and fair. The object 
of the resolution I have explained distinctly. I 
did not draw it myself, but the object was to give 
compensation through the entire year. 

Mr. [LVERSON. The effect of the resolution 
offered by the Senator from California is very 
well understood. If the Senate will look at it, it 
cannot be misunderstood at all. It proposes to 
pay the clerk of the Committee on Military Af- 


| fairs in the same way that the clerk of the Com- 


mittee on Claims is paid. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Finance Committee. 

Mr. IVERSON. It is the same thing. 

Mr. BAYARD. The one I offered refers to 
the pay of the clerk of the Committee on Finance 
as the standard. 

Mr. IVERSON. 


The resolution of the Sena- 


| tor from California, which is the original proposi- 


tion, to which all these are appended as amend- 
ments, is to pay the clerk of the Committee on 


Military Affairs in the same way that the clerk | 


of the Committee on Claims is paid. Now, the 
clerk of the Committee on Claims has been receiv- 
ing six dollars a day during the vacation from the 


| 4th of March, 1855, up to the Ist Monday of De- 


cember last; and this resolution, if passed, will 
pay the clerk of the Military Coftmmittee back 
rations from the 4th of March to the Ist Monday 
of December, 1855. That is the effect of the 
resolution—it is simply to give him back rations 
for those nine months. The amendments go to 
make all these clerks salaried officers—to give 
them pay during the vacation as well as the ses- 
sion of Congress. The proposition is simply 
reduced to this: that every clerk of every com- 
mittee of this body will receive six dollars a day 
for three hundred and sixty-five days in vu 
year, equal to $2,000. 

While I bear ample and cheerful testimony to 
the fidelity and to the promptness and to the 
efficiency of the clerks of the two committees on 


which I have had the honor to serve—the Com- | 
mittees on Claims and on Military Affairs—and |) 


am perfectly willing to allow them six dollars a 
day during the sessions of Congress while they 
are employed, | cannot conscientiously vote for 
giving them six dollars a day during the vaca- 
tion. I am satisfied, from my experience and 
observation, that even the clerk to the Committee 


on Claims, although that is an important com- | 


mittee, has little else to do during the vacation 
than merely keep possession of the papers. The 
duties of that committee have been very much 
lessened by the establishment of the Court of 
Claims. I donot believe the committee clerks are 


lars a day during the session of Congress. Why, 
sir, according to my observation and experience, 


during the session of Congress they do not per-'|| 


form half as much duty or service as the clerks in 
the Departments who get only $1,200 a year. I 


consider that it is too high compensation. To give” 
| six dollars a day during the session is enough; 


but to give them six dollars a day during the 
vacation and make them salaried officers at $2,000 


‘la year, it seems to me is piling the agony on tod 


|much. Although I am perfectly willing to pay 
| the clerks a fair compensation for their services, 


I do not believe there is any necessity for retain- 
ing them during the vacation. They are mere 
custodians of the papers of a committee, and are 


and on Military Affairs, to whose fidelity and 


rent I bear ample testimony. The truth is, | 


the clerks of the 


ommittees on Finance and 


Claims ought never to have had this provision || 


made for them. It ought to be repealed. That is 
my opinion; but if you set the example presented 
here to-night, it will result in making every clerk 
of every committee of the Senate a salaried officer 
at $2,000 a year. Ido not think that this isa 
good system, and I shall vote against the propo- 
sition. 


mittee of Claims of the House, and the Commit- 


tee of Ways and Means of the House, agd the 


Committee on Claims and the Committee on Fi- 
nance of the Senate, have had permanent clerks. 
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_Under these circumstances, I think the propo- || 
' sition which I submit—I leave it to other gentle- 
| men as regards their own committees, to make 


duties lessened by the establishment of the Court 
of Claims, I say they have been increased, be- 
cause all the business from that court now goes 


the Committee on Finance. 


| of my committee omitted, 
| as laborious as that of the clerks of most of the 


| patronage. 


| sition of the Senator from Illinois. 
not entitled, in my opinion, to receive this money. || 

I regret that I am compelled to take this posi- | 
tion against the clerks of the Committees of Claims | 





before the committee. You must have somebody 
to keep the cases and prepare them, during the 
recess. There isa large number now pending. 
If other committees say it is necessary to con- 
tinue their clerks, | am quite willing to do it; but 
1 am opposed to paying them back rations. I do 
not understand that this is to be the result of these 
resolutions. If so, ] am for abolishing the whole 
concern, and then | shall ask leave to resign my 
post.as chairman of the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I desire to correct a mis- 
take of fact into which the Senator from Georgia 
fell, 1 am sure inadvertently. The original res- 
olution is, that the clerk of the Committee on 


| Military Affairs shall be paid as the clerk of the 


Committee on Claims. That, it is contended, 
relates back to the 4th of March, 1855. The 
amendment which I offer, and to which the Sen- 
ator from Delaware presents a further amend- 
ment, does not propose to fix the salaries of the 
two latter aaa clerks on the same footing, but 
only to continue them at the rate of the clerk of 
They are different 
propositions. The Senator from Georgia was 
mistaken in supposing that the addition to the 
yay of the clerks of other committees would relate 
Sach in like manner as that of the clerk to the 
Committee on Claims. They go forward, and 
that is all. The proposition is to continue them 
in future from this time, and not to go back. 
The propositions embraced in the amendment, 
and in the original resolution, are entirely dis- 
tinct. The proposition in regard to the Commit- 
tees on Indian Affairs and on the Judiciary, is 
simply a continuance during the recess of these 
two clerks. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Georgia 


| is right in saying that if these different amend- 
| ments are adopted, to continue the clerks of these 


committees during the recess, it will necessarily 
carry with it the proposition to make each of the 
clerks of the committees permanent during the 
year. If so, I cannot stand by and see the clerk 
I believe his post is 


committees of the Senate. I cannot consent to 


| have him turned out during thea recess, and 4he 
|| other clerks retained. 


| qualifications as any man employed in the Capi- 


1 think he has as high 


tol in the capacity of clerk, and he is as useful! to 
the country, and stands as much in need ¢f this 
If we are going into this business we 
had better reduce it to one formal resolution, that 


| the clerks of all the committees of the Senate 


| receive their per diem during the whole ‘year 
entitled to, or ought to have, more than six dol- || 


round. That is, I understand, to be the effect of 


| what we are doing; but Lam unwilling to continue 


a portion of these officers without continuing the 
rest, because you cannot make any just discrim- 
ination. The argument of the Senator from Del- 
aware applies as much to the clerk of one com- 
mittee as of another. If acommittee has no need 
of a clerk at all, dismiss him; but with commit- 


| tees that require clerks, familiarity with the 


duties, the advantage to be derived from experi- 


| ence are as useful to one committee as to anuther. 


1 hope that, instead of making the amendment 
for particular special favorites, you will make the 


| resolution general, and either adopt it or reject it 


Mr. MALLORY. I should prefer the propo- 


I have an 
amendment to offer to the original resolution, to 


| include the clerk of the Committee on Nava! 


Affairs. I shall not vote for any such proposi- 
tion, unless the chairmen of the several commit 
tees say to the Senate that they deem the services 
of those clerks necessary in the recess. I would 
not apply for the continuance of the clerk of the 


| Naval Committee unless | thought he could be 
| usefully employed in getting up the business of 


the committee during the recess. If there are 


| committees which have never assembled, and do 
|| not need a clerk, they ought to be excluded from 
| the general proposition; but I see no reason why, 


|| an a general proposition, you should Hot embrace 
Mr. BRODHEAD. For years past, the Com- | 


all the clerks of committees, whose chairmen 


| vouch for the necessity of their continuance, I 


am free to confess that Congress will adjourn, 


| leaving on the files of the Naval Committee nu- 
|| merous cases which we have not been able to 


So far from the Committee on Claims having its || take up. I need not say anything of the industry 
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of that committee. They sit very regularly, in- | 


deed; and I am free to say that we find a clerk 
indispensable. 


be allowed this compensation, I deem it proper 


business during the recess; our clerk is ee 
familiar with all subjects touching nava 

he has given a great deal of attention to them, 
and we cannot well dispense with his services. 


Mr.CLAY. I shall vote againstall these propo- 


mittee on Finance. Theseclerks, under resolutions 
submitted in the last hours of the session, since I 
have had a seat in this body have been receiving 
a per annum. They receive, during one 
Jongress, more than man 

sit on this floor. Man 
curists, so far as the 

the Senate are concerned. 
very little to do, and what they do, as far as my 
observation goes, is for the benefit of the chair- 
men of the committees. I never had a clerk to 


If the clerks of the Military || 
Committee and the Committee on Claims are to || 


|| abuse. 
sitions, unless perhaps as to the clerk of the Com- || 


| what committee he referred. 
to state that it is necessary to get up our back || 
| former sessions, who had clerks. 
affairs; || 
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chusetts, [Mr. Witson,] when I was speaking 
before, stated to me that there was some com- 
mittee that had a clerk which had not had a meet- 
ing at all during the session. 


that there was such committees in this body at 


not meet at all. 
I am opposed to paying persons in this 
way. 


|| ing a reasonable, fair, and adequate compensation 


|| to a clerk for services performed. 


|| aware. that a clerk is necessary for some com- 


of the Senators whe || 

of them are perfect sine- || 
uties of the committees of || 
et of them have || 


write my letters; none of them have been aman- | 
uenses for me; none of them direct my documents. | 


1 employ aclerk, and I pay him to do that busi- || audit and control the contingent expenses of the 


ness, or so much of it as | do not do myself. 1 || 
Ag has || 


am opposed to continuing this system. 
been suggested, let us come out fairly and boldly, 


and give these clerks a salary such as we think | 
is competent, or let us restrict them to their six | 
dollars a day during the sittings of Congress. I | 


am not disposed to employ men during the recess 
of the Senate, simply to go and occupy the room 
in which a committee may sit. I think we ought 
to stop this system. Either 


the sessions of the Senate. 


mittees of this body, and it must be so. 
entirely willing that he should be paid, and I will 
not stickle about a few dollars in the amount of 
his salary; but I think this matter should be reg- 
ulated eer It should be stated on the face 


|| of the resolution what the pay is, that we may all 
|| understand it. 


Mr. BIGGS. Mr. President, we have, if Lun- 
derstand the rules of this body, a committee to 


Senate; and it seems to me that a proposition of 
this kind in reference to these clerks ought to 
have been referred tothat committee. Lintroduced 


| a resolution for the purpose of paying, during the 


recess only, the compensation that is now received 
by the clerk of the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


|| eration operating on my mind that the business 


ive them a fixed | 
salary, or confine them to their per diem during || 
I have never had any 


of them to serve me in any other capacity than | 


as a member of a committee. 
useful purposes to the chairman of a committee, 


They do serve || 


and I confess I have frequently felt the want of‘a | 


clerk. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no doubt it is a 


very great convenience tothe chairman of a com- | 


mittee to have a clerk to write his letters, to run 
to the Departments for him, and to direct his doc- 


be insisted here that that is a correct practice. I 
am astounded.that the Senator from Indiana 


should come outand say, if there is no other rea- | 
son for a clerk, he is useful to the chairman of | 


the’ committee to write letters and frank docu- 
ments. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 
** frank.’?’ 
Mr. TRUMBULL. To direct documents. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Yes, sir; I used that term. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 


I did not use the word 


I stand corrected—to di- | 


rect documents. I do not suppose it is one of the | 
appendages attached to the — of chairman | 


of a committee that he is to 
to business of that character for him. I should 
like to know—ithas not yet been disclosed—what 


the salary of the clerk of the Finance Committee | 


is. As the chairman of that committee is present, 
I should km if he would inform me. 
Mr. HUNTER. One thousand eight hundred 


office. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. For the year or for the | 


Ression? 

Mr. HUNTER. For the year. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, it is proposed to 
pa six dollars a day to some other elocial which 
will amount to $2,190; not merely $2,000, as the 
Senator from Georgia said. 

Mr MALLORY. That cannot be so. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Six dollars a day, for three 
hundred and sixty-five days, amounts to $2,190. 

Mr. ILVERSON. I was under.the impression 


= they got paid for only three hundred working 
ays. 


r. TRUMBULL. I believe they never ex- 
clude Sundays in a calculation of that sort. I 
consider this a very great abuse. Nothing could 
be attendeg with less excuse for the expenditure 
of public money than to pay the clerk of a com- 
mittee which has not met at all. I stated that I 
was not familiar with the meetings of the com- 
mittees. - 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator name the com- 
mittee to which he refers, that never met at all ? 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Massa- 


1ave a clerk to attend || 





| dollars. 
uments; butT am utterly astonished that itshould || mittees which actually need the services of their 
| clerks during the recess, shall be paid a pro 
| rata compensation, the same as is received by the 
| clerk of the Committee on Finance. I think 


| that would be equalizing the matter, and would 





| before that committee was of such an important 


character as required investigation, particularly 


in regard to one claim, between now and the next |! 


session of Congress. 
It seems to me that there ought to be equality 


in this matter; and if we are going to pay these || 
| clerks during the recess, (and that is as far as I 


am willing to go—not to make them permanent 
appointments, ) all ought to receive the same com- 
vensation. I understand that the clerk of the 
aidens Committee gets a salary of $1,800 a 
year, and the other clerks a per diem of six dol- 
I propose that the clerks of those com- 


afford an ample compensation for these clerks in 


| the recess, and not make them, as is proposed 


by this resolution, permanent appointments, to 
receive a compensation beyond the amount now 
aid to the clerk of the Committee on Finance. 
move, therefore, as a substitute for this resolu- 
tion and amendments, 

That the Committees on Claims, on Military Affairs, on 
the Judiciary, on Indian Affairs, on Private Land Claims, 
and on Naval Affairs— 
which it is stated are necessary for the purpose 
of investigating cases during the recess— 


| be authorized to continue the employment of their several 


clerks during the recess; and that the said clerks be paid 
the pro rata compensation now paid to the clerk of the 


|} Committee on Finance. 
dollars, the same.as the clerks in the’ Secretary’s ||" 


If we had time, I think this is a subject which 


| ought to be referred to the Committee to Audit 


and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate; but it is too late to do that. 
that it is only just to these clerks to equalize their 
pay. It is proposed, by the several committees 
which I have named in my resolution, that their 
clerks should be continued during the recess. 
This confines them to the recess, and. does not 
make them permanent officers, to receive a com- 
pensation after the adjournment of the present 
Congress on the 4th of March next. 

Mr. WILSON. Complaints have been made 
that there have been great abuses in regard to the 
appointment of clerks of the various committees 
of the Senate and of the House of Representa- 
tives. I am told that there are two of the com- 
mittees, if not more, in this body, that-have not 
met during this session, who have had clerks at 
a salary of six dollars a day, or $1,560 for the 
session. It may be very convenient for the chair- 
men of those committees to have clerks at an ex- 
pengg of $1,560 a year to the’public; but I believe 
that is not right, and it ought not to be sustained 
by the Senate. I ought to speak, and intend to 
speak, very carefully in regard tothe importance 


1 do not know to | 
I have heard before |! 


I have no per- | 
sonal knowledge of the facts, but I have under- | 
stood that committees have had clerks, who did i 
I think that is a very great | 
I do not wish to be understood as oppos- || 


I am well |: 


I am | 


I hope these resolutions will not | 
| be suffered to pass in the shape in which they are. 


I was induced to do that by the consid- | 


It seems to me | 


August 16, 


| of clerks for the various committees. I am a np 
| member of this body; and I have not had at th ic 
| session, and do not expect at any session oh. 
I am here, to have much to do with the commit. 
tees of this body. It seems to me that there ar, 
afew committees which ought to have good slasien 
but there are many committees of this body tha 
do not need aclerk at all- 1 am opposed to thes. 
propositions. That the Committee on Financa 
and the Committee on Claims shall have a per. 
/manent elerk, appears to me to be reasonable 
When we have provided for them I think we hay. 
| gone quite far enough. You, sir, (Mr. Toomrs 
in the chair,) are a member of the Judiciary Com. 
| mittee, and know the importance of your clerk. 
but [ think the Judiciary Committee cannot hay, 
| an extraordinary amount of business for a clerk. 
|| and especially during the vacation of the Senate’ 
I think that, if these propositions to pay a per. 
/manent salary to clerks of committees whic) 
|| never need a clerk, be passed, it will be under. 
stood by the country as an extravagant measure 
‘and that these gentlemen are to be used durins 
| this vacation for political "purposes, and for the 
|| special purposes of gentlemen connected with 
| committees. I hope we shall adopt no policy of 
|, this kind. I agree in the remarks made by sone 
gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, tha; 
| we have gone quite far enough in this mattter, 
| Mr. WELLER. Is there any reasonable way 
|| of bringing the Senate to a decision on this im- 
| portant question? Itis now half past three o’clock 
on Sunday morning, and we are engaged in the 
| discussion of a question as to the compensation 
| that shall be allowed to the clerks of our com- 
|mittees. It is a very grave and a very serious 
question—one which,involves a large amount of 
| public money and perhaps the liberties of the 
|}a@ountry. [Laughter.] 
A Senator. And the Constitution. 
Mr. WELLER. One might suppose so, from 
| the gravity with which it is discussed. There are 
| certain committees in the Senate whicn in my 
} judgment require clerks. [ would not undertake 
| to discharge the dutiés of chairman of the Com- 
|| mittee on Military Affairs without a clefk. I am 
|| very sure that I should be utterly unable to dis- 
|| pose of the various cases referred to that commit- 
|| tee unless I had the assistance of a clerk. The 
|| Senator from Massachusetts is afraid that the 
|| clerks will be used for political purposes, that 
|| they will be used in franking-documents deroga- 
| tory to the character of the candidate of the great§ 
|| Republican party now in the field, flushed with 
|| hopes of success, entertaining no doubt whatever 
! of their ability to come into the possession of the 
‘| honors and emoluments of this Government on 
the 4thof March next. What I desire to say in 
| regard to the clerk of the Committee on Military 
| Affairs on that point is, that I do not propose to 
|| engage him in any such business. I propose that 
|| he shall attend strictly to military affairs. | in- 
|| tend to devote my time to the political question 
|| myself. I will look out for that. If he will attend 








i! 
| 
| 
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to those duties which appertain to tlie Military 
Committee, I will untanel 10 the other. 

No one has been more assiduous, I am sure, 
than the clerk of the Committee on Military 


| 
i} 
I} 
| 
|| Affairs. The Senate may judge for themselves. 
] 
} 
{| 
i} 
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If the amount of business sent to that committee 
is not sufficient to show the necessity of a clerk, 
I would not ask for his continuance. I hold that 
| that there is as much™business before that com- 
| mittee as before the Committee on Claims. There 
| was a time when the Committee on Claims was 
| an important one, and. fad an immense amount 
| of labor to perform; but we have established « 
| Court of Claims. They pass upon all these cases; 
| they examine the whole of them; they collect the 
| testimony; they report; and the chairman of the 
| committee can, in five minutes, determine whether 
a claim reported by them be a just one or not; 
so that, so far from that being an important com- 
mittee, I regard it as unimportant and secondgry 
to some of the committees which have never had 
clerks, and in point of rank itis next to the Com- 
| mittee*on Roads and Canals. (Laughter.}] This 
| whole difficulty was introduced by the chairman 
| of the Committee on Claims himself. He came 
in the other day and had a resolution for his clerk 
| passed, and of course the rest of us who repre- 
sented committees that rank at least with his, 
have come in and asked to put them on an equal 
footing, which my resolution attains. 





